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TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chapter  III — Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  E— Account  Servicing 
[FHA  Instruction  451.1] 

*  Part  361 — ^Routine 

Subpart  A — Account  Servicing  Policies 

ADDITIONAL  ACCOUNTS 

The  title  to  §  361.5,  Title  6,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (21  F.  R.  7425),  is 
revised  to  include  additional  loan  ac¬ 
counts  to  which  this  subpart  is  applicable 
and  to  read  as  foUoi^: 

§  361.5  Application  of  payments  on 
Farm  Ownership,  Soil  and  Water  Con¬ 
servation  (except  Water  Facilities  coded 
J  hut  including  Water  Facilities  coded 
13  F) ,  Farm  Housing,  Rural  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  and  Resettlement  Project  Associa¬ 
tion  and  other  Real  Estate  loan  ac¬ 
counts.  *  *  * 

(R.  S.  161,  secs.  41,  6,  50  Stat.  528,  as  amended. 
870,  sec.  510,  63  Stat.  437,  sec.  10,  68  Stat.  735, 
5  U.  S.  C.  22,  7  U.  S.  C.  1015,  16  U.  S.  C.  590w, 
42  U.  S.  C.  1480,  16  U.  S.  C.  590X-3) 

Dated:  December  13,  1957. 

[seal]  K.  H.  Hansen, 

Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[r\  R.  Doc.  57-10501;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957;' 
8:57  a.  m.] 


TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[945.304,  Arndt.  1] 

Part  945 — ^Tomatoes  Grown  in  Florida 

LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 

Findings,  (a)  Pursuant  to  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  125  and  Order  No.  45  (7 
CPR  Part  945)  regulating  the  handling 
of  tomatoes  grown  in  Florida,  effective 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 


This  issue  includes  two  parts  bound 
together.  Part  II  contains  a  re¬ 
capitulation  of  47  CFR  Part  7,  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission. 


of  1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.;  68  Stat. 
906,  1047),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the 
recommendation  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Florida  Tomato  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  pursuant  to  said  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order,  and  upon  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  the  amendment  to  the  limitation  of 
shipments,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(b)  It  is  hereby  found  that  it  is  im¬ 
practicable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  to  give  preliminary 
notice,  engage  in  public  rule  making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
this  amendment  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  ^Register  (5 
U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  in  that  (i)  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  amendment 
is  based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  amendment  must  become  ef¬ 
fective  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient,  (ii)  more 
orderly  marketing  in  the  public  interest, 
then  would  otherwise  prevail,  will  be  pro¬ 
moted  by  regulating  the  shipment  of 
tomatoes,  in  the  manner  set  forth  below, 
on  and  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment,  (iii)  compliance  with  this 
amendment  will  not  require  any  special 
preparation  on  the  part  of  handlers 
which  cannot  be  completed  by  the  effec¬ 
tive  date,  (iv)  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
Such  preparation,  (v)  Information  re¬ 
garding  the  committee's  recommenda¬ 
tions  has  been  made  available  to  pro¬ 
ducers  and  handlers  in  the  production 
area. 

Order,  as  amended.  The  provisions  of 
§  945.304  (b)  (4)  (Iv)  and  (v)  (22  P.  R. 

(Continued  on  p.  10213) 
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Federal  Register,  or  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 
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7984)  are  hereby  amended  to  read*  as 
follows: 

(iv)  For  purposes  of  this  section:  (a) 
Mature  green  shall  apply  to  all  tomatoes 
generally  showing  a  slight  break  in  the 
ground  color  to  a  whitish  green  color  over 
the  shoulders;  the  contents  of  the  seed 
cavities  will  be  slightly  moist  and  of  a 
Jelly  or  glue-like  consistency,  seeds  will 
be  well  developed,  slightly  hard,  and  in 
slicing  the  fruit  with  a  sharp  knife  will 
usually  be  pushed  aside  rather  than  cut; 
and  the  contents  of  two  or  more  locules 
must  have  a  jelly  like  consistency  and 
well  developed  seeds;  and  (5)  turning  or 
higher  degree  of  maturity  shall  apply  to 
all  tomatoes  where  there  is  at  least  a 
definite  break  in  color  to  yellow  or  pink 
at  the  blossom  end  and  all  higher  degrees 
of  color  as  used  and  defined  under  Color 
Classification  in  United  States  Standards 
for  Fresh  Tomatoes  (§  51.1864  of  this 
title). 

(V)  For  purposes  of  this  section  and 
incident  to  proper  maturity  classifica¬ 
tion:  (a)  any  lot  of  tomatoes  containing 
more  than  ten  (10)  percent,  by  count,  of 
mature  green  tomatoes  shall  be  classified 
as  mature  green  tomatoes;  and  (b)  not 
more  than  a  total  of  ten  (10)  percent,  by 
count,  of  tomatoes  in  any  lot  may  fail  to 
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meet  the  minimum  color  requirements  in 
order  for  such  lot  to  be  classified  as  turn¬ 
ing  or  higher  degree  of  maturity, 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  O. 
608c) 

Dated,  December  16,  1957,  to  become 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  67-10500;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1967; 
8:67  a.  m.J 

TITLE  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  6694] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

BRESLAU  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  Fictitious 
marking;  sales  below  cost;  §  13.285 
Value.  Subpari— Invoicing  products 
falsely:  §  13.1108  Invoicing  products 
falsely:  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Misbranding  or  mislabeling: 

§  13.1212  Formal  regulatory  and  statu¬ 
tory  requirements:  Fur  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act;  §  13.1280  Price.  Subpart — 
neglecting,  unfairly  or  deceptively,  to 
make  material  disclosure:  §13.1845 
Composition:  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act;  §  13.1852  Formal  regulatory  and 
statutory  requirements:  Fur  Products 
Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  sec. 
8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  69f)  [Cease 
and  desist  order,  Harry  Peltz  et  al.  trading 
as  Breslau,  and  M.  H.  Peltz,  Inc.,  Docket  6694, 
November  22,  1957] 

In  the  Matter  of  Harry  Peltz,  Samuel 
Peltz,  and  Irving  Peltz,  Individually 
and  as  Copartners  Trading  as  Breslau, 
and  M.  H.  Peltz,  Inc.,  a  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  two  associated 
furriers  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  with  violating  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  advertising, 
labeling,  and  invoicing  which,  variously, 
carried  fictitious  prices  and  misrepre¬ 
sented  values,  named  animals  other  than 
those  producing  the  fur  in  certain  prod¬ 
ucts,  failed  to  disclose  that  the  fur  in 
certain  products  was  secondhand  used, 
and  failed  in  other  respects  to  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  the  act. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  containing  a  consent 
order,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  November  22, 
1957,  the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Harry 
Peltz,  an  individual  trading  as  Breslau  or 
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under  any  other  name,  M.  H.  Peltz,  Inc., 
a  corporation,  and  its  ofBcers,  and 
Samuel.  Peltz  and  Irving  Peltz,  individu¬ 
ally  and  as  officers  of  said  corporation, 
and  respondents’  representatives,  agents 
and  employees,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  introduction  into  commerce,  or 
the  sale,  advertising,  or  offering  for  sale 
in  commerce,  or  the  transportation  or 
distribution  ill  commerce,  of  any  fur 
product,  or  in  connection  with  the  sale, 
advertising,  offering  for  sale,  transporta¬ 
tion  or  distribution  of  any  fur  product 
which  is  made  in  whole  or  in  part  of  fur 
which  has  been  shipped  and  received  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce”,  “fur”  and 
“fur  product”  are  defined  in  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by  setting 
forth  on  labels  attached  thereto  prices 
represented  to  be  the  regular  or  usual 
price  of  such  fur  products  which  are  an 
amount  in  excess  of  the  prices  at  which 
the  respondents  usually  or  customarily 
sell  such  fur  products. 

B.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  labeling  or 
otherwise  identifying  any  such  product 
as  to  the  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  that  produced  the  fur  from 
which  such  product  was  manufactured. 

2.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  fur  products 
showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth 
in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is  the 
fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or  is  . 
composed  of  bleached,  dyed  or  otherwise 
artificially  colored  fur,  when  such  is  the 
fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name,  or  other  identification 
issued  and  registered  by  the  Commission, 
of  one  or  more  persons  who  manufac¬ 
tured  such  fur  product  for  introduction 
into  commerce,  introduced  it  into  com¬ 
merce,  sold  it  in  commerce,  advertised  or 
offered  it  for  sale  in  commerce,  or  trans¬ 
ported  or  distributed  it  in  commerce ; 

(f)  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  used  in  the  fur 
product. 

3.  Setting  forth  on  labels  attached  to 
fur  products  information  required  under 
section  4  (2)  of  the  act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder  in  abbreviated 
form  or  in  handwriting. 

C.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices  to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  fur  products  showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs  con¬ 
tained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth 
in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions; 
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(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
Is  composed  of  used  fur.  when  such  is  the 
fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(d)  -That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  issuing  such  invoices; 

(f )  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  contained  in  the 
fur  product. 

2.  Setting  forth  on  invoices  informa¬ 
tion  required  under  section  5  (b)  (1)  of 
the  act  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder  in  abbreviated  form. 

3.  Failing  to  set  forth  an  item  number 
or  mark  assigned  to  fur  products  on  in¬ 
voices  pertaining  to  such  products  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Rule  40  of  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  (§  301.40). 

4.  Using  on  invoices  the  name  or 
names  of  any  animal  or  animals  other 
than  the  name  or  names  provided  for  in 
Paragraph  C  (1)  (a)  above. 

D.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products  through  the  use  of  any  ad¬ 
vertisement,  representation,  public  an¬ 
nouncement  or  notice  which  is  intended 
to  aid,  promote  or  assist,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  in  the  sale  or  offering  for  sale 
of  fur  products,  and  which: 

1.  Fails  to  disclose  the  name  or  names 
of  the  animal  or  animals  producing  the 
fur  or  furs  contained  in  the  fur*  prod¬ 
ucts  as  set  forth  in  the  Fur  Products 
Name  Guide  and  as  prescribed  under  the 
rules  and  regulations. 

2.  Represents,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion: 

(a)  That  respondents’  price  of  any  fur 
product  is  below  cost,  when  such  i^  not 
the  fact. 

(b)  That  the  regular  or  usual  price  of 
fur  products  is  an  amount  in  excess  of 
the  prices  at  which  the  respondents  usu¬ 
ally  or  customarily  sell  such  fur  products. 

3.  Makes  pricing  claims  or  represen¬ 
tations  of  the  type  referred  to  in  para¬ 
graph  D  (2)  above  unless  there  are 
maintained  by  the  respondents  full  and 
adequate  records  disclosing  the  facts 
upon  which  such  claims  and  representa¬ 
tions  are  based  as  required  by  Rule  44 
(e)  of  the  rules  and  regulations  (§  301.44 
(e)). 

'  By  “Decision  of  the  Commission,”  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
sendee  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

By  the  Commission. 

Issued:  November  22,  1957. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-10469;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  6817] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

DITMONT  FX7RS 

Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely: 

§  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely:  Pur 
Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — Mis¬ 
branding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1212  For¬ 
mal  regulatory  and  statutory  require¬ 
ments:  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act; 

§  13.1325  Source  or  origin:  Maker  or  sell¬ 
er,  etc.:  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 

§  13.1852  Formal  regulatory  and  statu¬ 
tory  requirements:  Fur  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
Sec.  8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U,  S.  C.  45,  69f) 
(Cease  and  desist  order,  Ben  Stecker,  also 
known  as  Ben  Stecher,  trading  as  Dumont 
Furs,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Docket  6817,  Novem¬ 
ber  19, 1957] 

In  the  Matter  of  Ben  Stecker,  Also 
Known  as  Ben  Stecher,  an  Individual 
Trading  as  Dumont  Furs 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  furrier  in  New 
York  City  with  violating  the  Fur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  by  failing  to  comply 
with  the  labeling  and  invoicing  require¬ 
ments. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  containing  consent 
order,  the  'hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  November  19  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Ben  Stecker,  also 
known  as  Ben  Stecher,  an  individual 
trading  as  Dumont  Purs,  or  under  any 
other  trade  name,  and  respondent’s 
representatives,  agents  and  employees, 
directly  or  through  any  corporate  or 
other  device,  in  connection  with  the 
introduction  into  commerce,  or  manufac¬ 
ture  for  introduction  into  commerce,  or 
the  sale,  advertising,  or  offering  for  sale 
in  commerce,  or  the  transportation  or 
distribution  in  commerce,  of  any  fur 
product,  or  in  connection  with  the  manu¬ 
facture  for  sale,  sale,  advertising,  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  transportation  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  any  fur  product  which  is  made  in 
W'hole  or  in  part  of  fur  which  has  been 
shipped  and  received  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce,”  “fur”  and  “fur  product” 
are  defined  in  the  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act.  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  labeling  or 
otherwise  falsely  or  deceptively  identi¬ 
fying  any  such  fur  product  by  affixing 
a  label  thereto  that  contains  a  Regis¬ 
tered  Identification  Number  other  than 
respondent’s. 

2.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  showing : 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  ani¬ 
mal  or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 


contained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth 
in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact : 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed, 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part,  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name  or  other  identification 
registered  by  the  Commission,  of  one  or 
more  persons  who  manufactured  such 
fur  product  for  introduction  into  com¬ 
merce,  introduced  it  in  commerce,  ad¬ 
vertised  or  offered  it  for  sale  in  com¬ 
merce  ; 

(f)  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  used  in  the  fur 
product ; 

(g)  The  item  number  or  mark  as¬ 
signed  to  a  fur  product. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices  to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  fur  products  showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth 
in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and 
as  prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  ; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed. 
In  whole  or  in  substantial  part,  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  issuing  such  invoice ; 

(f )  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  used  in  a  fur 
product; 

(g)  The  item  number  or  mark  as¬ 
signed  to  a  fur  product. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Ben 
Stecker,  also  known  as  Ben  Stecher,  an 
individual  trading  as  Dumont  Purs,  shall, 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
him  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  a  report  in  writing,  setting  forth  in 
detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which  he 
has  complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  November  22,  1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10470;  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1957; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


Thursday,  December  19,  1957 

[Docket  6743] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Order 

I 

GROVE  LABORATORIES,  INC. 

Subpart — Discriminating  between  cus- 
tomers:  ^  §  13.683  Discriminating  be¬ 
tween  customers.^  Subpart — Discrimi¬ 
nating  in  price  under  section  2,  Clayton - 
Act,  as  amended — Price  discrimination 
under  2  (a) :  §  13.795  Warehouse  rental 
and  service. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  sec. 

2, 38  Stat.  730,  as  amended;  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  13) 
[Coase  and  desist  order.  Grove  Laboratories, 
Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Docket  6743,  November 
30,  1957] 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  the  manufacturer 
of  “Fitch”  hair  and  scalp  preparations 
with  discriminating  in  price  by  paying  to 
certain  favored  wholesale  customers  a 
10  percent  “warehouse  allowance”  which 
was  not  granted  to  their  competitors,  in 
addition  to  the  customary  15  percent  dis¬ 
count;  and  with  requiring  some  retailers 
to  purchase  specific  minimum  quantities 
of  its  preparations  while  allowing  their 
favored  competitors  to  purchase  in  any 
-quantity  they  desired. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  containing  a  consent 
order,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  November  30  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  respondent. 
Grove  Laboratories,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
its  oflBcers,  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of  hair  and  scalp  preparations 
of  like  grade  and  quality  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Clayton 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 
Directly  or  indirectly  discriminating,  in 
price  between  different  purchasers  by 
selling  to  any  of  its  purchasers  at  higher 
net  prices  than  it  sells  to  other  pur¬ 
chasers  who  compete  in  the  resale  and 
distribution  of  said  hair  and  scalp  prep¬ 
arations. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent,  Grove  Laboratories,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  its  officers,  representatives, 
agents  and  employees,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
hair  and  scalp  preparations  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commisllon  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from:  Offering  or 
granting  more  favorable  treatment  to 
any  customer  than  to  competing  custom¬ 
ers  by  requiring  different  minimum 
quantities  to  be  purchased. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file  w'ith 
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the  Commission  a  report  In  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
In  which  it  has  complied  with  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued :  December  2, 1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10455;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[Docket  6547] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

COMFORTE,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  Exagger¬ 

ated  as  regular  and  customary;  fictitious 
marking.  Subpart — Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception.  §  13.1056  Preticketing 
merchandise  misleadingly. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended,  secs. 
2-5,  54  Stat.  1128-1130;  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  68-68 
(c) )  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Comforte,  Inc., 
et  al.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  Docket  6547,  November 
30,  1957] 

In  the  Matter  of  Comforte,  Inc.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  and  Nathan  E.  Chapman, 
Jesse  Parmacek,  Individually  and  as 
Officers  of  Said  Corporation;  and  Earl 
Chapman,  Individmilly  and  as  Gen¬ 
eral  Manager  of  Said  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  Chicago  manu¬ 
facturer  of  wool  products  with  a  variety 
of  violations  of  the  Wool  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act  and  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Act,  all  of  which  were  settled  by 
consent  order  dated  November  24,  1956, 
21  F.  R.  10008,  except  a  charge  of  en¬ 
closing  inserts  or  streamers  in  individual 
containers  of  bed  comforters  carrsring 
fictitious  prices  greatly  in  excess  of  the 
usual  retail  prices  and  thus  placing  in 
the  hands  of  retailers  means  of  deceiv¬ 
ing  the  purchasing  public. 

An  agreement  for  consent  order  with 
respect  to  the  pricing  issue  was  later 
approved,  whereupon  the  hearing  ex¬ 
aminer  made  his  initial  decision  and  or¬ 
der  to  cease  and  desist  which  became  the 
decision  of  the  Commission  on  November 
30, 1957. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  Is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents,  Com¬ 
forte,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  oflBcers, 
and  Nathan  E.  Chapman  and  Jesse 
Parmacek,  individually  and  as  oflBcers  of 
said  corporation,  and  respondents’  repre¬ 
sentatives,  agents  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  de¬ 
vice,  in  connection  with  the  offering  for 
sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  bed  com¬ 
forters  or  similar  merchandise  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from,  directly  or 
indirectly: 

1.  Representing,  by  preticketing  or  In 
any  other  manner,  that  a  certain  amount 
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Is  the  customary  or  usual  retail  price  of 
such  merchandise  when  said  amount  is 
in  excess  of  the  price  at  which  such  mer¬ 
chandise  is  customarily  and  usually  sold 
at  retail. 

2.  Furnii^ing  such  merchandise  to 
others  which  has  been  preticketed  with 
a  price  or  amount  which  is  in  excess  of 
the  price ‘at  which  such  merchandise  is 
customarily  and  usually  sold  at  retail. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
Comforte,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  Na¬ 
than  E.  Chapman  and  Jesse  Parmacek, 
individually  and  as  oflBcers  of  said  cor¬ 
poration,  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  them  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  they  have  com¬ 
plied  with  the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  December  2,  1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10456;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
*  8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  6863] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders  , 

BElfMAN  BROTHERS 

Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely: 
M3. 1108  Invoicing  products  falsely: 
Fur  Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — 
Misbranding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1212 
Formal  regulatory  and  statutory  re¬ 
quirements:  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
sec.  8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  69f) 
[Order  to  cease  and  desist.  Julius  Berman 
et  al.  trading  as  Berman  Brothers,  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  Docket  6863,  November  22.  1957] 

In  the  Matter  of  Julius  Berman,  Max 

Berman,  and  William  Berrrian,  Indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  Copartners  Trading  as 

Berman  Brothers 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  furrier  in  New 
York  City  with  violating  the  Pur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  by  failing  to  label 
certain  products  as  required  and  by  in¬ 
voicing  which  showed  the  United  States 
as  the  country  of  origin  of  furs  which 
were  in  fact  imported. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  for  consent  order, 
the  hearing  examiner  made  his  initial 
djecision  and  order  to  cease  and  desist 
which  became  on  November  22  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Julius 
Berman.  Max  Berman,  and  William  Ber¬ 
man.  as  individuals  and  as  copartners 
trading  as  Berman  Brothers,  or  under 
any  other  name,  and  respondents’  repre¬ 
sentatives,  agents,  and  employees,  di- 


*  New. 


10216 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion  or  manufacture  for  introduction 
Into  commerce,  or  the  sale,  advertising, 
or  offering  for  sale  in  commerce,  or  in  the 
transportation  and  distribution  in  com¬ 
merce,  of  any  fur  product,  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  manufacture  for  sale,  sale, 
advertising,  offering  for  sale,  transpor¬ 
tation  or  distribution  of  any  fur  product 
which  has  been  .made  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  fur  which  has  been  shipped  and 
received  in  commerce,  as  “commerce,” 
“fur,”  and  “fur  product”  are  defined  in 
the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  fur  products 
showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth 
in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  ; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name,  or  other  identification 
issued  and  registered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  of  one  or  more  persons  who  manu¬ 
factured  such  fur  prodilct  for  introduc¬ 
tion  into  commerce,  introduced  it  into 
commerce,  sold  it  in  commerce,  adver¬ 
tised  or  offered  it  for  sale  in  commerce, 
or  transported  or  distributed  it  in  com¬ 
merce; 

(f)  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  used  in  the  fur 
product. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by ; 

.  1.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices  to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  fur  products  showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs  con¬ 
tained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth  in 
the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  ar¬ 
tificially  colored  fur,  when  such  is  the 
fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  issuing  such  invoices; 

(f)  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  contained  in  the  fur 
product. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”-,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Julius 
Berman,  Max  Berman,  and  William  Ber¬ 
man,  individually  and  as  copartners 


trading  as  Berman  Brothers,  shall, 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
them  of  this  order,  file  w’ith  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  report  in  writing,  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which 
they  have  complied  with  the  order  to 
cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  November  27, 1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10457;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[Docket  6839] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

SOUTHERN  PIANO  CO.,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis^ 
leadingly:  §  13.137  Neio  product  being 
repossessed:  *  §  13.155  Prices:  Exagger¬ 
ated  as  regular  and  customary.  Sub¬ 
part — M  i  sbr  an  din  g  or  mislabeling: 

§  13.1280  Price. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U,  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  South¬ 
ern  Piano  Company,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Salisbury, 
N.  C.,  Docket  6839,  November  23,  1957] 

In  the  Matter  of  Southern  Piano  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and  Thomas 
W.  Willis,  Mildred  Ellen  Willis  and 
Dan  Miller  Nicholas,  Individually  and 
as  Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  sellers  in  Salis¬ 
bury,  N.  C.,  with  advertising  new  pianos 
falsely  as  bargain  repossessed  instru¬ 
ments  previously  sold  at  prices  substan¬ 
tially  higher  than  those  at  which  they 
were  offered  for  sale. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  containing  consent 
order,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  November  23  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  South¬ 
ern  Piano  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  and  Thomas  W.  Willis, 
Mildred  Ellen  Willis  and  Dan  Miller 
Nicholas,  individually  and  as  officers  and 
former  officers  of  said  corporation,  and 
respondents’  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  offering  for  sale,  sale  and  distribution 
of  pianos,  in  commerce  as  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from 
representing,  directly  or  by  implication: 

1.  That  pianos  which  are  new  and  had 
not  been  previously  sold  to  others  and 
used  by  them  are  repossessed  pianos, 

2.  That  pianos  have  previously  been 
sold  at  prices  higher  than  those  at  which 
they  are  offered,' unless  such  is  the  fact. 

3.  That  savings  are  offered  on  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  pianos  unless  based  upon  the 


>  New. 


price  at  which  the  pianos  are  customarily 
and  usually  sold. 

4.  That  any  amount  is  the  price  at 
which  respondents  sell  their  pianos  when 
it  is  in  excess  of  the  price  at  which  said 
pianos  are  customarily  and  usually  sold 
by  respondents. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  South¬ 
ern  Piano  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  and  Thomas  W.  Willis, 
Mildred  Ellen  Willis  and  Dan  Miller 
Nicholas,  individually  and  as  officers  and 
former  officers  of  said  corporation,  shall, 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
them  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  report  in  writing,  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which 
they  have  complied  with  the  order  to 
cease  and  desist. 

Issued;  November  27,  1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10458;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.J 


[Docket  6844) 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

UNIVERSAL  sewing  SERVICE,  INC.,  AND 
RAYMOND  ANDERSON 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.70  Fictitious  or  mis¬ 
leading  guarantees;  §  13.155  Prices: 
Bait;  §  13.260  Terms  and  conditions. 
Subpart — Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods — Goods:  §  13.1760  Terms  and  con¬ 
ditions;  {Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods] — Prices:  §  13.1779  Bait.^  Sub¬ 
part — Securing  orders  falsely,  mislead¬ 
ingly  or  improperly:  §  13.2170  Securing 
orders  falsely,  misleadingly  or  im¬ 
properly.  Subpart — Using  misleading 
name — Goods:  §  13.2345  Source  or  ori¬ 
gin:  Place:  Foreign  product  or  parts  as 
domestic. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order. 
Universal  Sewing  Service,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  Docket  6844,  November  26, 
1957) 

In  the  Matter  of  Universal  Sewing  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  and  Raymond 
Anderson,  Individually  and  as  an  Of¬ 
ficer  of  Said  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by.  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  ,of  the 
Commission  charging  sellers  in  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  with  using  bait  advertising 
and  other  false  claims  to  sell  sewing 
machines  and  vacuum  cleaners,  includ¬ 
ing  representations  of  unconditional 
guarantees,  representations  that  install¬ 
ment  notes  would  not  be  sold  to  a  finance 
company,  and  representations  that  the 
instrument  signed  by  prospective  cus¬ 
tomers  was  a  “receipt”  for  products  left 
on  approval,  when  it  was  actually  a  blank 
contract  of  sale;  and  with  using  the 
name  “Westinghouse”  for  sewing  ma- 
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chines  which  were  manufactured  In 
Japan. 

Respondents  having  failed  to  answer 
the  complaint  or  to  appear  at  the  sched¬ 
uled  hearing,  they  were  deemed  to  be  in 
default.  On  this  basis,  the  hearing  ex¬ 
aminer  made  his  initial  decision,  includ¬ 
ing  findings  of  facts,  conclusions,  and 
order  to  cease  and  desist,  which  became 
on  November  26  the  decision  of  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents. 
Universal  Sewing  Service,  Inc.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  its  officers,  and  Raymond  An¬ 
derson,  individually  and  as  an  ofiBcer  of 
said  corporation,  and  respondents’  rep¬ 
resentatives,  agents  and  employees,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  offering 
for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  sewing 
machines  or  vacuum  cleaners  or  other 
merchandise  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  certain  merchandise  is 
offered  for  sale  when  such  offer  is  not 
a  bona  fide  offer  to  sell  the  merchandise 
so  offered. 

2.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  their  sewing  machines, 
vacuum  cleaners,  or  other  merchandise 
is  guaranteed  for  five  (5)  or  twenty  (20) 
years,  or  for  any  period  of  time,  or  that 
they  are  otherwise  guaranteed,  without 
clearly  and  conspicuously  disclosing  the 
existence  of  any  material  limitations 
upon  the  nature  and  extent  of  such 
guarantee  or  the  manner  of  performance 
thereof,  and  the  identity  of  the  guaran¬ 
tor. 

3.  Selling  or  negotiating  any  contract 
or  other  instrument  evidencing  an  in¬ 
stallment  sale  after  having  represented 
directly  or  by  implication  to  the  person 
or  persons  executing  such  contract’  or 
other  instrument  that  it  would  not  be 
sold  or  negotiated. 

4.  Obtaining  signatures  on  sales  con¬ 
tracts  or  notes  upon  the  representation, 
directly  or  by  implication,  that  they  are 
receipts  or  any  instrument  other  than 
a  contract  or  note,  or  attempting  to  col¬ 
lect  from  persons  who  have  signed  in¬ 
struments  so  misrepresented. 

5.  Using  the  word  “Westinghouse”,  or 
any  simulation  thereof,  to  designate,  de¬ 
scribe  or  refer  to  their  sewing  machines, 
vacuum  cleaners  or  other  products;  or 
representing,  through  the  use  of  any 
other  w'ords,  or  in  any  other  manner, 
that  said  products  are  made  by  anyone 
other  than  the  actual  manufacturer. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 


in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  November  27,  1957. 

By  .the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10459;  Piled.  Dec.  18.  1057; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Docket  68571 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

BENAT  watch  CASE  CO. 

Subpart — Furnishing  means  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  §  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception.  Subpart — Misbrand¬ 
ing  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1185  Composi¬ 
tion. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Bernard 
D.  Garfinkel  doing  business  as  Benat  Watch 
Case  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Docket  6857,  No¬ 
vember  22, 1957] 

In  the  Matter  of  Bernard  D.  Garfinkel, 
an  Individual,  Trading  and  Doing 
Business  as  Benat  Watch  Case  Co. 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  an  individual  in 
New  York  City  with  misrepresenting  the 
gold  karat  fineness  of  watch  cases  he  sold 
to  jobbers  and  retailers  by  imprinting 
“14  K”  on  the  backs  thereof. 

Following  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  the  parties  containing  a  consent 
order,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his  ini¬ 
tial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and  de¬ 
sist  which  became  on  November  22  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent,  Ber¬ 
nard  D.  Garfinkel,  trading  and  doing 
business  as  Benat  Watch  Case  Co.,  or 
under  any  other  name,  his  agents,  rep¬ 
resentatives  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  devic'te, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  of  any  articles  com¬ 
posed  in  whole  or  in  part  of  gold  or  an 
alloy  of  gold  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Stamping,  branding,  engraving  or 
marking  any  article,  or  selling  any  ar¬ 
ticle  that  is  stamped,  branded,  engraved 
or  marked,  with  any  phrase  or  mark 
such  as  14K.  or  otherwise  representing 
directly  or  by  implication  that  the  whole 
or  a  part  of  any  article  is  composed  of 
gold  or  any  alloy  of  gold  of  any  desig¬ 
nated  fineness,  unless  the  article  or  part 
thereof  so  marked  or  represented  Is 
composed  of  gold  of  the  designated  fine¬ 
ness  within  the  permissible  tolerance 
established  by  the  National  Stamping 
Act  (15  U.  S.  C.  294  et  seq.). 


By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  it  has  complied  with  the  order  to 
cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  November  26,  1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10460;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


TITLE  26— INTERNAL  REVENUE, 
1954 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[T.  D.6265] 

Part  1 — Income  Tax  ;  Taxable  Years 
Beginning  After  December  31, 1953 

GAIN  or  loss  on  DISPOSITION  OF  PROPERTY 
Correction 

In  F.  R,  Doc.  57-9273,  appearing  at 
page  8935  of  the  issue  for  Thursday,  No¬ 
vember  7,  1957,  the  second  sentence  of 
§  1.1014-4  (a)  (3)  should  read  as  follows: 
“In  such  a  case,  gain  or  loss  must  be 
recognized  by  the  transferor  to  the  extent 
required  by  the  revenue  laws,  and  the 
transferee  acquires  a  basis  equal  to  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  property  on  the 
date  of  the  transfer.” 


TITLE  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  of  the  Air 
Force 

Subchapter  A— Aid  of  Civil  Authorities  and 
Public  Relations 

Part  808 — Competition  With  Civilian 
Bands 

USE  OF  AIR  FORCE  BANDS 

In  Part  808,  §  808.1  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  808.1  Use  of  Air  Force  bands — (a) 
Statutory  limitations.  The  use,  employ¬ 
ment,  or  assignment  of  Air  Force  bands 
off  military  reservations  are  governed  by 
the  following  statutes: 

(1)  U.  S.  Code,  Title  10,  section  8634. 
“No  Air  Force  band  or  member  thereof 
may  receive  remuneration  for  furnishing 
music  outside  the  limits  of  an  air  base 
in  competition  with  local  civilian 
musicians.” 

(2)  U.  S.  Code,  Title  10,  section  8635. 
“No  enlisted  member  of  the  Air  Force 
on  active  duty  may  be  ordered  or  per¬ 
mitted  to  leave  his  post  to  engage  in  a 
civilian"  pursuit  or  business,  or  a  per¬ 
formance  in  civil  life,  for  emolument, 
hire,  or  otherwise,  if  the  pursuit,  busi¬ 
ness,  or  performance  interferes  with  the 
customary  or  regular  employment  of 
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local  civilians  In  their  art,  trade,  or 
profession.” 

(b)  Applicability.  [Revoked.] 

(Sec.  8012.  70A  Stat.  488;  10  U.  S.  C.  8012) 
1 AFR  190-21  A,  Nov.  26. 19571 

[SEAL]  C.  M.  McDermott, 

Colonel,  United  States  Air  Force, 
Deputy  Director  of  Adminis- 
trative  Services. 

(F.  R,  Doc.  57-10441;  Filed.  Dec.  18.  1957; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


Subchapter  C— -Claims  and  Accounts 
Part  833 — Death  Gratuity 

SETTLEMENT  OF  ACCOUNTS;  PAYMENTS  MADE 

BY  FINANCE  OFFICERS  IN  SPECIFIC  CASES 

In  Part  833.  paragraph  (c)  of  §  833.6 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  833.6  Settlement  of  accounts.  *  *  • 

<c)  Payments  made  by  finance  officers 
in  specific  cases.  (1)  If  a  member  is  de¬ 
clared  dead  within  a  period  of  ten  days 
after  being  reported  in  a  missing  status, 
settlement  of  the  death  gratuity  pay¬ 
ment  will  be  effected,  as  prescribed  in 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section, 
as  applicable.  If  declaration  of  death  is 
not  made  within  a  period  of  ten  days 
from  the  date  the  member  is  reported 
missing,  settlement  will  be  effected  by  the 
Office  which  maintained  the  member’s 
pay  account  while  in  a  missing  status. 

(2)  Payment  of  death  gratuity  will  be 
effected  by  the  finance  officer  in  any  case 
where  specifically  directed  to  do  so  by 
Settlements  Division,  Air  Force  Account¬ 
ing  and  Finance  Center,  due  to  financial 
hardship  to  eligible  beneficiaries,  or  for 
any  other  sufficient  reason. 

(Sec.  8012,  70A  Stat.  488;  10  U.  S.  C.  8012. 
Interpret  or  apply  70A  Stat.  536;  10  U.  S.  C. 
8688)  [Change  44,  AFM  173-20,  November 
1, 1957] 

[seal]  C.  M.  McDermott, 

Colonel,  United  States  Air  Force, 
Deputy  Director  of  Adminis¬ 
trative  Services. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10440;  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1S57; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


Subchapter  F — Reserve  Forces 

Part  861 — Officers’  Reserve 

DURATION  AND  LIMITATIONS,*  FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES 

In  Part  861,  §  861.1154  (d)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  861.1154  Duration  and  limita¬ 
tions.  *  ♦  * 

(d)  Federal  employees.  The  law 
grants  15  days  of  military  leave  eacn  cal¬ 
endar  year  to  permanent  full-time  em¬ 
ployees,  without  charge  to  annual  leave 
or  loss  of  pay,  to  participate  in  reserve 
training.  When  this  leave  expires,  the 
reservist’s  employing  agency  may  grant 
him  annual  leave  to  perform  further 
military  duty.  He  is  entitled  to  the 
compensation  of  his  civilian  position  plus 
his  military  pay  and  allowances  for  both 


periods  without  regard  to  dual  compen¬ 
sation  laws. 

(Sec.  8012,  70A  Stat.  488;  10  U.  S.  C.  8012) 
[  AFR  45-14 A,  Dec.  4,  1957] 

[SEAL]  C.  M.  McDermott, 

Colonel,  United  States  Air  Force, 
Deputy  Director  of  Adminis¬ 
trative  Services. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10439;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


Chapter  XI — Division  of  Liquidation, 
Department  of  Commerce 

[Supp.  Order  189,  Arndt.  11] 

Part  1305 — Administration 

PRESERVATION  OF  RECORDS 

December  16,  1957. 
Pursuant  to  the  Emergency  Price  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  1942,  as  amended.  Executive 
Orders,  Nos.  9809,  9841,  and  9842,  and 
Department  of  Commerce  Order  75,  as 
amended,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  sec¬ 
tion  1  of  Supplementary  Order  189  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Administrator,  Office  of  Price 
Administration,  on  October  23,  1946  (11 
F.  R.  12568),  as  amended  on  November 
12,  1946  (11  F.  R.  13442),  November  6, 
1947  (12  F.  R.  7327),  February  20,  1948 
(13  F.  R.  1262),  June  30,  1949  (14  F.  R. 
3707),  December  27,  1951  (17  F.  R.  18), 
December  11,  1952  (18  F.  R.  33),  Decem¬ 
ber  17, 1953  (18  F.  R.  8698) ,  December  14, 
1954  (19  F.  R.  8603),  December  12,  1955 
(20  F.  R.  9460),  and  December  19,  1956 
(21  F.  R.  10275) ,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  fur¬ 
ther  amended  by  changing  the  date  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1958,  wherever  it  occurs  in 
subsection  (a)  of  the  said  section  1,  to 
January  1, 1959. 

(56  stat.  23,  as  amended;  50  U.  S.  C.  App. 
901  et  seq.;  E.  O.  9802,  Dec.  12.  1946,  3  CPR, 

1946  Supp.;  E.  O.  9841,  April  23.  1947,  3  CFR, 

1947  Supp.;  E.  O.  9842,  April  23,  1947,  3  CFR, 
1947  Supp.) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  January  1,  1958. 

True  D.  Morse, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
Franklin  G.  Floete, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 
Sinclair  Weeks, 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Approved : 

WiLLi.\M  P.  Rogers, 

Attorney  General, 

Department  of  Justice. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10497;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:57  a.m.] 


TITLE  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  II — Corps  of  Engineers, 
Department  of  the  Army 

Part  202 — Anchorage  Regulations 
Part  203 — Bridge  Regulations 

DELAWARE  BAY  AND  RIVER;  ILLINOIS 
WATERWAY,  ILL. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of 
March  4,  1915  (38  Stat.  1053;  33  U.  S.  C. 


471),  §  202.157  establishing  and  govern¬ 
ing  the  use  of  anchorage  areas  in  Dela¬ 
ware  Bay  and  River  is  hereby  amended  by. 
redesignating  the  boundaries  of  anchor¬ 
ages  8, 11, 12, 13  and  16,  by  deleting  refer¬ 
ence  to  cable  area  in  anchorage  14,  by 
making  anchorages  15  and  16  available 
for  general  use  and  reserved  for  vessels 
under  custody  only  when  necessary,  by 
allowing  vessels  to  anchor  outside  the 
anchorage  areas  under  certain  condi¬ 
tions,  and  by  reducing  the  maximum 
period  of  occupancy,  revising  paragraphs 
(a)  (8),  (11),  (12),  (13),  (14),  (15)  and 
(16),  and  paragraphs  (b)  (1)  and  (2), as 
follows: 

§  202.157  Delaware  Bay  and  River^ 
(a)  The  anchorage  grounds.  *  *  • 

(8)  Anchorage  8  off  Thompson  Point. 
On  the  south  side  of  the  channel  along 
Tinicum  Range,  between  Thompson 
Point  and  the  east  side  of  Crab  Point, 
bounded  as  follows :  Beginning  at  a  point 
on  the  south  edge  of  the  channel  along 
Tinicum  Range  at  longitude  75'’18'24"; 
thence  easterly  along  the  edge  of  the 
channel  to  longitude  75°17'54";  thence 
179°,  267  yards;  thence  260°30',  793 
yards ;  thence  358°,  425  yards,  to  the  point 
of  beginning. 

***** 

(11)  Anchorage  11  at  Gloucester.  On 
the  east  side  of  the  channel  south  of  the 
Walt  Whitman  Bridge  at  Gloucester, 
bounded  as  follows :  Beginning  at  a  point 
on  the  east  edge  of  the  channel  at  lati¬ 
tude  39°54'16";  thence  174°30',  500 
yards,  to  latitude  39°  54 '02",  longitude 
75°07'43";  thence  202°,  1,133  yards; 
thence  217°30',  1,142  yards,  to  the  east 
edge  of  channel;  thence  northeasterly 
along  the  edge  of  the  channel  to  the 
point  of  beginning. 

(12)  Anchorage  12  between  Glouces¬ 
ter  and  Camden.  On  the  east  side  of 
the  channel  adjoining  and  on  the  up¬ 
stream  side  of  Anchorage  11,  from 
Gioucester  to  Camden,  bounded  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  east 
edge  of  the  channel  at  latitude 
39°54'16";  thence  northerly  along  the 
edge  of  the  channel  to  latitude 
39°56'32.5";  thence  133°,  283  yards  to  a 
point  on  a  line  100  feet  west  of  the  es¬ 
tablished  pierhead  line ;  thence  southerly 
along  this  line  to  latitude  39°54'02''; 
thence  354° 36',  500  yards  to  the  point  of 
beginning.  The  area  between  New  Yprk 
Shipbuilding  Corporation  Pier  No.  2  and 
the  MacAndrews  and  Forbes  Company 
pier,  Camden,  shall  be  restricted  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  movement  of  carfloats  to 
and  from  Bulson  Street,  Camden.  The 
area  in  front  of  the  Public  Service  Elec¬ 
tric  and  Gas  Company  pier  shall  be  re¬ 
stricted  to  facilitate  the  movement  of 
vessels  to  and  from  the  pier.  Should 
the  anchorage  become  so  congested  that 
vessels  are  compelled  to  anchor  in  these 
restricted  areas,  they  must  move  imme¬ 
diately  when  another  berth  is  available. 

(13)  Anchorage  13  at  Camden.  On 
the  east  side  of  the  channel  adjoining 
and  on  the  upstream  side  of  Anchorage 
12,  to  Cooper  Point,  Camden,  bounded 
as  follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  on  the 
east  edge  of  the  channel  at  latitude 
39°56'32.5";  thence  northerly  along  the 
edge  of  the  channel  to  latitude 
39°57'39.7";  thence  139°,  217  yards  to  a 
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point  on  a  line  100  feet  west  of  the  estab¬ 
lished  pierhead  line;  thence  soujbherly 
along  this  line  to ‘latitude  39®56'26.5"; 
thence  313®,  283  yards  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

(14)  Anchorage  14  opposite  Port  Rich-- 
rtiond.  On  the  southeast  side  of  the 
channel,  north  of  Petty  Island,  bounded 
as  follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  on  the 
southeast  edge  of  the  channel  at  longi¬ 
tude  75°05'43";  thence  163®,  248  yards; 
thence  253®,  1,978  yards,  to  the  southeast 
edge  of  the  channel;  and  thence  north¬ 
easterly  along  the  edge  of  the  channel  to 
the  point  of  beginning.  Vessels  having 
a  draft  of  less  than  20  feet  must  anchor 
southwest  of  Pier  No.  11,  Port  Richmond. 
The  area  off  the  Cities  Service  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  wharves,  Petty  Island,  shall  be  re¬ 
stricted  to  facilitate  the  movement  of 
vessels  to  and  from  the  wharves. 

(15)  Anchorage  15  off  northeasterly 
end  of  Petty  Island.  On  the  southeast 
side  of  the  channel,  bounded  as  follows: 
Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  southeast 
edge  of  the  channel  at  longitude 
75®05'34.7";  thence  northeasterly  along 
the  southeast  edge  of  the  channel  to 
longitude  75®05'09.5";  thence  171®,  198 
yards;  thence  260®30',  667  yards;  and 
’thence  351°,  198  yards,  to  the  point  of 
beginning.  When  necessary,  this  an¬ 
chorage  will  be  reserved  for  vessels  under 
the  custody  of  the  United  States,  at 
which  time  other  vessels  may  be  required 
by  the  District  Commander  to  shift 
position. 

(16)  Anchorage  16  between  Port 
Richmond  and  Five  Mile  Point.  On  the 
northwest  side  of  the  channel,  boimded 
as  follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  on  the 
northwest  edge  of  the  channel  at  longi¬ 
tude  75°  05 '35";  thence  northeasterly 
along  the  edge  of  the  channel  to  longi¬ 
tude  75°04'20";  thence  328®,  125  yards; 
thence  243®,  450  yards;  thence  251®,  475 
yards;  thence  257®,  1,042  yards;  thence 
174°30',  122  yards,  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning.  When  necessary,  this  anchorage 
will  be  reserved  for  vessels  under  the 
custody  of  the  United  States,  at  which 
time  other  vessels  may  be  required  by 
the  District  Commander  to  shift  posi¬ 
tion. 

(b)  General  regulations.  (1)  Except 
in  cases  of  great  emergency,  no  vessel 
shall  be  anchored  in  Delaware  Bay  and 
River  between  Ship  John  Light  and  The 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  bridge 
at  Delair,  New  Jersey,  outside  of  the  an¬ 
chorage  areas  established  in  this  section, 
or  within  a  cable  or  pipe  line  area  shown 
on  a  Government  chart,  or  be  moored, 
anchored,  or  tied  up  to  any  pier,  wharf, 
or  other  vessel  in  such  manner  as  to  ob¬ 
struct  or  endanger  the  passage  of  any 
vessel.  When  an  emergent  condition 
exists  due  to  congestion  in  the  pre¬ 
scribed  anchorage  areas  in  the  Delaware 
River,  the  District  Commander  may  au¬ 
thorize  the  anchorage  of  vessels  in  loca¬ 
tions  other  than  the  prescribed  areas. 
Vessels  so  anchored  must  not  be  an¬ 
chored  within  the  channel  limits.  Any 
vessel  anchored  outside  of  the  prescribed 
anchorage  limits  must  move  to  a  pre¬ 
scribed  anchorage  area  when  space  be¬ 
comes  available. 

(2)  No  vessel  shall  occupy  any  pre¬ 
scribed  anchorage  for  a  longer  period 
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than  48  hours  without  a  permit  from 
the  District  Commander.  Vessels  ex¬ 
pecting  to  be  at  anchor  for  more  than 
48  hours  shall  obtain  a  permit  from  the 
District  Commander  for  that  purpose 
in  either  Anchorage  15  or  Anchorage  16. 
No  vessel  in  such  condition  that  it  is 
likely  to  sink  or  otherwise  become  a 
menace  or  obstruction  to  navigation  or 
anchorage  of  other  vessels  shall  occupy 
an  anchorage  except  in  an  emergency, 
and  then  only  for  such  period  as  may  be 
permitted  by  the  District  Commander. 

[Regs.,  Dec.  3,  1957,  800.212  (Delaware 
Bay)— ENGWOl  (Sec.  7,  38  Stat.  1053;  33 
U.  S.  C.  471) 

2.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of 
August  18, 1894  (28  Stat.  362;  33  U.  S.  C. 
499),  §  203.605  is  hereby  amended  by  the 
addition  of  paragraph  (d)  prescribing 
supplemental  regulations  to  govern  the 
operation  of  certain  bridges  across  the 
Illinois  Waterway  at  Joliet,  Illinois,  as 
follows: 

§  203.605  Illinois  Waterway,  III.; 
bridges  {highway  and  railroad  at  Pekin, 
Peoria,  and  Joliet,  III.  *  *  * 

(d)  Supplemental  regulations.  (1) 
Except  on  Sundays  the  owner  of  or 
agency  controlling  the  highway  bridges 
in  Joliet,  Ill.,  listed  below  will  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  open  the  draws  between  the 
hours  of  7:30  a.  m.  and  8:00  a.  m.  and 
between  the  hours  of  4:30  p.  m.  and  5:30 
p.  m.: 

McDonough  Street,  Mile  287.3. 

Jefferson  Street,  Mile  287.9. 

Cass  Street.  Mile  288.1. 

Jackson  Street,  Mile  288.4. 

Ruby  Street,  Mile  288.7. 

(2)  The  regulations  in  this  paragraph 
will  be  effective  until  a  high  level  fixed 
bridge  is  constructed  across  the  Des 
Plaines  River  at  Joliet,  Illinois,  and 
opened  to  highway  traffic  at  which  time 
the  question  of  maintaining  closed  bridge 
hours  will  be  reviewed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army. 

Note:  The  regulations  In  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section  will  also  be  subject  to  review  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  after  one  year 
with  a  view  of  determining  whether  they 
should  be  modified  in  any  respect  from 
actual  experience  gained. 

[Regs.,  Dec.  4.  1957,  823.01  (Illinois  Water¬ 
way,  Ill.)— ENGWOl  (Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362;  33 
U.  S.  C.  499) 

[SEAL]  Herbert  M.  Jones, 

Major  General,  U.  S.  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10442;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:46  a.  m.] 

TITLE  47— TELECOMMUNI¬ 
CATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  12182;  FCC  57-1358] 

[Rules  Arndt.  4-8] 

Part  4 — ^Experimental,  Auxiliary,  and 
Special  Broadcast  Services 

CONELRAD  PLAN 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  office? 
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In  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  11th  day  of 
December  1957; 

The  Commission  has  before  it  for  con¬ 
sideration  its  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  in  the  above  matter  released  Sep¬ 
tember  26, 1957  (FCC  57-1050)  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  October 
2, 1957  (22  F.R.  7801). 

No  comments  have  been  filed  in  this 
matfer. 

*  These  amendments  to  Part  4  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  are  promulgated  un-. 
der  authority  of  sections  303  (r)  and  606 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  as 
amended  and  Executive  Order  10312 
signed  by  the  President  December  10, 
1951. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  Part 
4  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is  amended 
to  Include  the  rules  set  forth  below,  ef¬ 
fective  January  13, 1958. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.  S.  O. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended,  sec.  606,  65  Staf  4087;  47 
U.  S.  C.  303,  606.  E.  O.  10312,  16  F.  R.  12452; 

3  CFR,  1951  Supp.) 

Released:  December  16, 1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mart  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

CONELRAD 

Sec. 

4.51  Scope  and  objective. 

4.52  Alerting. 

4.53  Operation  during  CONELRAD  Radio 

Alert. 

4.54  Special  conditions. 

4.55  Radio  All  Clear. 

4.56  Tests. 

4.57  Station  records. 

Authority:  4.51  to  4.57  issued  under  sec. 
4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.  S.  C.  154. 
Interpret  or  apply  sec.  303,  48  Stat.  1082,  as 
amended,  sec.  606,  65  Stat.  4087;  47  U.  S.  C. 
303,  606.  E.  O.  10312,  16  F.  R.  12452;  3  CFR, 
1951  Supp. 

CONELRAD 

§  4.51  Scope  and  objective,  (a)  Sec¬ 
tions  4.51  to  4.57  apply  to  all  radio  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  Experimental,  Auxiliary  and 
Special  Broadcast  Services  located  with¬ 
in  the  Continental  United  States  and  are 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  the 
alerting  and  operation  of  radio  stations 
in  these  services  during  periods  of  enemy 
air  attack  or  imminent  threat  thereof. 

(b)  The  objective  of  these  CONELRAD 
rules  is  to  minimize  the  navigational  aid 
that  an  enemy  might  obtain  from  the 
electromagnetic  radiations  from  radio 
stations  in  the  Experimental,  Auxiliary 
and  Special.  Broadcast  Services,  while 
simultaneously  providing  for  a  continued 
radio  service  under  controlled  conditions 
when  such  operation  is  essential  to  the 
public  welfare. 

§  4.52  Alerting,  (a)  Licensees  of  all 
radio  stations  in  the  Experimental, 
Auxiliary,  and  Special  Broadcast  Serv¬ 
ices  are  responsible  for  making  provi¬ 
sions  to  receive  the  CONELRAD  Radio 
Alert  and  the  CONELRAD  Radio  All 
Clear,  which  will  be  initiated  only  by  the 
Commanding  Officer  of  the  Air  Division 
(Defense)  or  higher  military  authority. 

(b)  The  CONELRAD  Radio  Alert  for 
the  Experimental,  Auxiliary,  and  Special 
Broadcast  Services  shall  be  received  by 
^  one  or  more  of  the  following  methods: 
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(1)  By  monitoring  any  standard,  FM 
or  TV  broadcast  station  to  receive  the 
CONELRAD  Radio  Alert  message. 

(2)  By  reception  of  the  CONELRAD 
Radio  Alert  from  a  point  that  received 
the  Radio  Alert  directly  from  a  standard, 
FM  or  TV  broadcast  station. 

(3)  Radio  stations  in  the  services 
affected  by  this  plan  may  be  specifically 
authorized  by  the  FCC  to  receive  the 
CONELRAD  Radio  Alert  by  other  means.  • 

(c)  When  the  radio  station  is  not  in 
operation  it  is  not  necessary  to  make 
provisions  to  receive  the  CONELRAD 
Radio  Alert,  however,  before  starting  a 
radio  transmission,  caution  must  be  used 
to  insure  that  a  CONELRAD  Radio  Alert 
is  not  in  progress. 

5  4.53  Operation  during  a  CONEL¬ 
RAD  Radio  Alert.  Stations  in  the  Ex¬ 
perimental,  Auxiliary  and  Special  Broad¬ 
cast  Services  on  receipt  of  a  CONELRAD 
Radio  Alert,  will  interrupt  any  commu¬ 
nications  in  progress,  may  make  a  brief 
announcement,  must  then  leave  the  air 
and  maintain  radio  silence  for  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  the  CONELRAD  Radio  Alert. 

S  4.54  Special  conditions.  Certain 
stations  in  the  Experimental,  Auxiliary 
and  Special  Broadcast  Services  may  be 
specifically  authorized  by  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  to  operate 
in  a  manner  not  provided  in  §§  4.51  to 
4.57,  if  such  operation  is  essential  to  the 
public  welfare. 

§  4.55  Radio  All  Clear.  The  Radio 
All  Clear  will  be  initiated  only  by  the  Air 
Division  (Defense)  Commander  or 
higher  military  authority  and  will  be 
disseminated  over  the  same  channels  as 
the  CONELRAD  Radio  Alert.  Radio 
stations  and  systems  licensed  in  the  Ex¬ 
perimental.  Auxiliary  and  Special  Broad¬ 
cast-Services  may  resume  normal  opera¬ 
tion  when  the  CONELRAD  Radio  All 
Clear  message  is  received,  unless  other¬ 
wise  restricted  by  order  of  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission. 

§  4.56  Tests.  Tests  of  the  CONEL¬ 
RAD  alerting  and  operating  systems  for 
the  Experimental,  Auxiliary  and  Special 
Broadcast  Services  may  be  conducted  at 
appropriate  intervals.  Reports  of  the 
results  of  such  tests  may  be  required  in 
a  form  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

§  4.57  Station  records.  Appropriate 
entries  of  all  CONELRAD  tests,  drills, 
and  operations  shall  be  made  in  the  sta¬ 
tion  records. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-10480;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


Part  7 — Stations  on  Land  in  the 
Maritime  Services 

RECAPITULATION  OF  PART 

Cross  Reference:  For  recapitulation 
of  this  part,  see  Part  II  of  this  issue. 


(Docket  No.  12233;  PCC  57-13631 
(Rules  Arndt.  8-1] 

Part  8 — Stations  on  Shipboard  in  the 
Maritime  Services 

DELETION  OF  SPECIFIC  AUTHORITY  FOR  SHIP 

STATIONS  TO  USE  COAST  GUARD  FREQUENCY 

2670  KC 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.  on  the  11th  day  of 
December  1957; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  amendment 
to  its  rules  so  that  ship  stations  in  all 
areas  equipped  for  telephony  on  me¬ 
dium-band  frequencies  would  normally 
use  2182  kc  in  lieu  of  any  further  use  of 
2670  kc  for  radiotelephone  distress  calls; 

It  appearing  that  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  section  4  (a)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  in  this  matter, 
which  made  provision  for  submission  of 
written  comments  by  interested  parties, 
was  duly  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  November  5,  1957,  (22  F.  R. 
8880)  and  that  the  period  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  has  now  expired;  and  ' 

It  further  appearing  that  no  comments 
were  received  either  favoring  or  opposing 
adoption  of  the  proposal;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  public 
Interest,  convenience  and  necessity  will 
be  served  by  the  amendments  herein  or¬ 
dered,  the  authority  for  which  is  con¬ 
tained  in  section  303  (r)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  effective  January 
20, 1958,  Part  8  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.  S.  C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  303,  48  Stat.  1082, 
as  amended;  47  U.  S.  C.  303) 

Released:  December  16,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

A.  Part  8  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

1.  The  present  text  of  §  8.232  (b)  is 
deleted,  and  the  following  is  substituted 
therefor: 

(b)  In  case  of  distress,  the  interna¬ 
tional  radiotelephone  distress  frequency 
2182  kc,  preferably  with  class  A3  emis¬ 
sion,  is  to  be  used  by  mobile  stations  not 
capable  of  using  500  kc,  but  equipped  to 
use  telephony  on  medium  frequencies. 
Ship  stations  using  telephony  which  can¬ 
not  transmit  on  2182  kc  shall  use  their 
normal  calling  frequency  for  this  pur¬ 
pose. 

2.  The  present  text  of  §  8.352,  includ¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (a),  (b)  and  the  Note 
following  paragraph  (b),  is  deleted  and 
the  following  is  substituted  therefor: 

§  8.352  Frequencies  for  use  in  distress. 
(a)  The  frequency  2182  kc  is  the  inter¬ 
national  radiotelephone  distress  fre¬ 
quency  for  the  maritime  mobile  service. 
It  may  be  used  for  this  purpose  by  ship 
or  aircraft  stations  employing  telephony 


in  the  band  1605  to  2850  kc  when  request¬ 
ing  assistance  from  the  maritime  serv¬ 
ices.  It  may  be  usedv  preferably  with 
(jlass  A3  emission,  for  the  distress  call 
and  distress  traffic. 

(b)  Ship  stations  using  telephony 
which  cannot  transmit  on  2182  kc  shall 
use  their  normal  calling  frequency  for 
the  purpose  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  57-10481;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  11995;  FCC  57-13561 
[Rules  Arndt.  21-10] 

Part  21 — Domestic  Public  Radio  Serv¬ 
ices  (Other  Than  Maritime  Mobile) 

miscellaneous  amendments 

1.  On  April  9,  1957,  the  Commission 
released  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  matter.  The 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
16,  1957,  and  the  time  allowed  for  filing 
comments,  which  was  extended  to  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1957  and  further  extended  to 
October  21,  1957,  upon  notices  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  4,  1957  and 
October  12,  1957,  has  expired.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  proposed  rules  was:  (A)  to 
make  available  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  frequencies 
which  were  released  by  discontinuance 
of  Western  Union’s  “Telecar”  operations 
heretofore  authorized  imder  §  21.501  (e) 
of  the  rules,  i.  e.,  two  frequencies  for  es¬ 
tablishment  of  an  additional  radio  chan¬ 
nel  (35.46  Me  and  43.46  Me)  under  the 
Zone  Allocation  Plan  (§21.501  (a))  and 
two  additional  frequencies  (35.22  Me  and 
43.22  Me)  for  one-way  signaling  service 
(§21.501  (d));  (B)  to  establish  new 
radio  channels  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  through 
channel-splitting  in  the  152-162  Me  and 
450-460  Me  bands;  (C)  through  fre¬ 
quency  reallocation  in  this  and  other 
related  docketed  proceedings,  to  make 
frequencies  in  the  455-456  Me  and  460- 
461  Me  bands  available  for  Domestic 
Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service;  (D) 
to  make  all  of  the  afore-mentioned  radio 
frequencies,  except  those  in  the  30-50 
Me  band,  available  to  the  Rural  Radio 
Service  on  a  secondary  basis;  and  (E) 
to  list,  in  a  new  §  21.601  (e) ,  as  available 
for  assignment  to  stations  in  the  Rural 
Radio  Service  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  frequencies  in  the  bands 
154.04-154.46  Me  and  161.40-161.85  Me 
heretofore  allocated  for  use  by  the  Do¬ 
mestic  Fixed  Public  radio  service  and 
other  radio  services. 

2.  Items  (B),  (C)  and  (D)  in  the  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph  are  so  interrelated  to 
the  split-channel  and  frequency  real- 
location  in  other  docketed  rule  making 
proceedings,  which  were  concurrently 
promulgated  with  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  11995,  that,  it  is  not  immediately 
practicable  to  finalize  action  thereon. 
Such  action  will  be  the  subject  of  a  fur¬ 
ther  Report  and  Order  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Items  (A)  and  (E)  of  the  preced- 
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ing  paragraph,  which  are  not  thus 
interrelated  to  other  radio  services,  are 
disposed  of  as  indicated  below. 

3.  Sections  21.501  (e),  21.508  (b)  and 
21.508  (f ) :  The  proposal  to  delete  these 
rule  sections  is  adopted.  No  comments 
were  filed  on  the  proposal. 

4.  Section  21.501  (a) :  American  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company,  in  behalf 
of  the  Bell  System  Telephone  Companies, 
and  the  United  States  Independent  Tel¬ 
ephone  Association  filed  comments  in 
support  of  the  proposal  to  establish  a 
new  Zone  X  on  the  frequency  pair  35.46 
Me  and  43.46  Me.  No  comments  were 
filed  in  opposition.  Accordingly,  the 
proposed  rule  is  hereby  adopted. 

5.  Section  21.501  (d) :  Aircall  New 
York  Corporation  expressed  opposition 
to  the  provision  of  additional  frequencies 
for  one-way  signaling  on  the  grounds 
that  no  data  has  been  filed  to  indicate 
that  the  frequencies  now  available  for 
such  service  are  insuflBcient  to  accom¬ 
modate  public  requirements.  While  the 
comments  filed  in  this  proceeding  would 
not  refute  this  allegation,  we  must  note 
that  there  are,  at  least,  many  areas  of 
the  country  where  such  service  may  be 
desired  and  desirable,  but  where  such 
service  cannot  "Ije  made  available  be¬ 
cause  of  existing  assignments  on  both 
available  frequencies  in  contiguous  areas, 
and  the  destructive  mutual  co-channel 
interference  which  would  arise  from 
additional  assignments.  Additionally, 
technical  developments  in  this  service 
looking  to  such  improvements  as  selec¬ 
tive  calling  receivers  make  it  desirable 
to  afford  additional  communications 
channels  for  this  service.  Aircall’s  com¬ 
ments  further  indicate  that  it  is  opposed 
to  competition  in  the  one-way  signaling 
business  and  expresses  belief  that  addi¬ 
tional  one-way  signaling  facilities  in  any 
area  should  not  be  authorized  unless 
existing  facilities  in  the  area  are  operat¬ 
ing  at  full  capacity.  The  Commission  is 
required,  by  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  to  make  a  finding  as 
to  whether  a  grant  of  any  application  is 
in  the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity.  Further,  section  309  (c)  of 
the  act  provides  the  mechanism  whereby 
any  party  in  interest  may  file  a  protest 
and  obtain  a  hearing  on  any  applica¬ 
tion  which  he  believes  should  not  have 
been  granted  by  the  Commission.  These 
provisions,  in  our  opinion,  assure  that 
the  matter  of  the  desirability  or  unde¬ 
sirability  of  competition  will  be  ade¬ 
quately  and  properly  considered  on  a 
case  by  case  basis.  Comments  filed  by 
National  Mobile  Radio  System  support 
the  proposal  to  afld  two  frequencies  to 
those  already  available  for  one-way  sig¬ 
naling.  However,  they  suggest  that,  in 
order  to  escape  the  problem  of  co-chan¬ 
nel  interference  fjom  skip-propagation, 
the  frequencies  be  assigned  only  in  pre¬ 
scribed  geographic  zones.  While  the 
suggestion  has  some  merit,  it  is,  on 
balance,  not  favorably  considered  be¬ 
cause  the  suggested  plan  would  provide 
for  only  two  frequencies  to  be  available 
in  each  zone  and,  consequently,  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  providing  one-way  signaling 
service  to  new  communities,  which  are 
presently  within  interference  range  of 


stations  occupying  both  of  the  presently 
available  frequencies  for  this  service, 
would  not  be  solved.  The  rule  change 
is  adopted  as  proposed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

6.  Section  21.601  (e) :  No  opposition 
has  been  filed  on  this  proposed  rule.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  rule  is  adopted. 

7.  It  appears  that  these  rule  changes 
will  have  no  substantial  adverse  effect 
on  anyone  and  that  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity  would  be 
served  by  making  them  effective  immedi¬ 
ately. 

8.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  This  11th  day  of  December, 
1957,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  sections  4  (i),  303  (c)  and  303  (r) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  sections  4  (a)  and  4  (c)  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act,  that 
the  revisions  of  Part  21,  Domestic  Public 
Radio  Services,  are  adopted  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  December  13,  1957. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended:' 47  U.  S.  O. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  303,  48  Stat.. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  U.  S.  C.  303) 

Released:  December  16,  1957 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

Part  21,  Domestic  Public  Radio  Serv¬ 
ices  (other  than  Maritime  Mobile),  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  21.501  add  the  following  at  the 
end  of  paragraph  (a) : 

Zone  X — Base  station  frequency:  35.46  Me, 
Mobile  and  Auxiliary  Test  station  frequency 
43.46  Me. 

California.  Washington. 

Oregon. 

2.  In  §  21.501  revise  paragraph  (d)  to 
read  as  follows: 

(d)  For  assignment  to  base  stations 
of  communication  common  carriers  for 
use  exclusively  in  providing  a  one-way 
signaling  service  to  mobile  receivers: 

35.22  Me  43.22  Me 

35.58  Me  43.58  Me 

(1)  Wherever  feasible,  the  frequencies 
35.22  Me  and  35.58  Me  shall  be  assigned 
for  use  in  any  area  prior  to  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  the  frequencies  43.22  Me  and 

43.58  Me. 

(2)  If  an  applicant  for  authorization 
to  provide  an  exclusive  one-way  signal¬ 
ing  service  provides,  or  proposes  also  to 
provide.  General  or  Dispatch  service  in 
accordance  with  paragraphs  (a),  (b) 
and  (c)  of  this  section,  the  application 
for  a  one-way  facility  should  be  sup¬ 
ported  with  full  information  to  show  why 
the  proposed  signaling  service  could  not 
be  provided  in  connection  with  the  base 
station  facilities  used  for  such  General 
or  Dispatch  service. 

3.  Delete  §§  21.501  (e),  21.508  (b)  and 
(f)  in  their  entirety. 

4.  Revise  §  21.601  (e)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(e)  In  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands  only,  the  bands  154.04  Me  to 
154.46  Me  and  161.40  Me  to  161.85  Me 
are  available  for  assignment  to  stations 


in  the  Rural  Radio  Service  on  a  shared 
basis  with  stations  in  the  International 
Fixed  Public  and  Aeronautical  Fixed 
Radio  Services.  Spacings  between  as¬ 
signments  in  these  services  are  un¬ 
specified. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-10482;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:54  a.  m.] 

TITLE  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  l—Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

Subchapter  A— General  Rules  and  Regulations 

Part  120 — Annual,  Special  or  Periodical 
Reports 

ANNUAL  REPORT  FORM  G 
*  (ELECTRIC  RAILWAYS) 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  2,  held  at 
its  oflOce  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  27th 
day  of  November  A.  D.  1957. 

The  matter  of  annual  reports  from 
electric  railways  being  under  further 
consideration,  and  the  changes  to  be  ef¬ 
fectuated  by  this  order  being  only  minor 
changes  in  the  data  to  be  furnished, 
rule-making  procedures  under  section 
4  (a)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  5  U.  S.  C.  1003  (a),  being  deemed 
unnecessary: 

It  is  ordered,  That  §  120.21  of  the  order 
of  February  1,  1955,  in  the  matter  of 
Electric  Railway — Annual  Report  Form 
G,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  modified  and 
amended,  with  respect  to  annual  reports 
for  the  year  ended  December  31,  1957, 
and  subsequent  years,*  to  read  as  shown 
below. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  49  CFR 
120.21,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  modified  and 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  120.21  Annual  reports  of  electric 
railways.  Commencing  with  the  year 
ended  December  31,  1957,  and  for  subse¬ 
quent  years  thereafter,  until  further 
order,  all  electric  railway  companies  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  section  20,  Part 
I,  of.  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  are 
required  to  file  annual  reports  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Annual  Report  Form  G 
(Electric  Railways),  which  is  attached 
hereto*  and  made  a  part  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  Such  report  shall  be  filed  in  dupli¬ 
cate  in  the  Bureau  of  Transport 
Economics  and  Statistics,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.  on  or  before  March  31  of  the  year 
following  the  year  to  which  it  relates. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
of  this  order  and  of  Annual  Report  Form 
G  shall  be  served  on  all  electric  railway 
companies  subject  to  its  provisions  and 
upon  every  trustee,  receiver,  executor, 
administrator  or  assignee  of  any  such 
company,  and  that  notice  of  this  order 
shall  be  given  to  the  general  public  by 
posting  a  copy  thereof  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  and  by  filing  it  with  the 
Director  of  the  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat,  383,  as  amended,  see.  201, 
64  Stat.  933;  49  U.  S.  C.  12,  904.  Interpret 
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or  apply  sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386,  as  amended, 
64  Stat,  944:  49  U.  S.  C.  20,  913) 

By  the  Commission.  Division  2. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc,  57-10468;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


Part  120 — Annual,  Special  or 
Periodical  Reports 

ANNUAL  report  FORM  B-1  (PERSONS  FUR¬ 
NISHING  CARS  OR  PROTECTIVE  SERVICES) 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Division  2,  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  27th 
day  of  November  A.  D.  1957. 

The  matter  of  annual  reports  from 
persons  furnishing  cars  or  protective 
service  being  under  further  considera¬ 
tion  and  the  changes  to  be  effectuated  by 
this  order  being  only  minor  changes  with 
respect  to  the  data  to  be  furnished,  rule- 
making  procedures  under  section  4  (a)  of 


the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  being 
deemed  unnecessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That  §  120.70  of  the  order 
of  January  31,  1955,  in  the  matter  of 
Persons  Furnishing  Cars  or  Protective 
Service — Annual  Report  Form  B-1,  be, 
and  it  is  hereby,  modified  and  amended 
with  respect  to  annual  reports  for  the 
year  ended  December  31,  1957,  and  sub¬ 
sequent  years,  to  read  as  shown  below. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  49  CFR 
120.70,  be.  and  it  is  hereby,  modified  and 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  120.70  Annual  reports  of  persons 
furnishing  cars  or  protective  service  and 
owning  1,000  cars  or  more.  Commencing 
with  the  year  ended  December  31,  1957, 
and  for  subsequent  years  thereafter  until 
further  order,  all  persons  furnishing  cars 
or  protective  service  to  or  on  behalf  of 
carriers  by  railroad  or  express  com¬ 
panies  within  the  scope  of  section  20, 
Part  I  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
and  owning  1,000  cars  or  more,  are  re¬ 
quired  to  file  annual  reports  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Annual  Report  Form  B-1 
(Persons  Furnishing  Cars  or  Protective 
Service),  which  is  attached  hereto^  and 


made  a  part  of  this  section.  Such  report 
shall  be  filed  in  duplicate  in  the  Bureau 
of  Transport  Economics  and  Statistics, 
Interstate-  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  on  or  before 
March  31  of  the  year  following  the  one 
to  which  it  relates. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
of  this  order  and  of  Annual  Report 
Form  B-1  shall  be  served  on  every  person 
subject  to  the  terms  of  such  order,  and 
that  notice  thereof  shall  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  posting  a  copy  thereof 
in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Washington,  D.  C.  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director  of  the  Division 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended,  sec.  201, 
64  Stat.  933;  49  U.  S.  C.  12,  904.  Interpret  or 
apply  sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386,  as  amended,  54 
Stat.  944,  49  U.  S.  C.  20,  913) 

By  the  Commission.  Division  2. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McKIJoy 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10467;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26(1954)  CFR  Part  212] 

Formulas  for  Denatured  Alcohol 
NOTICE  of  proposed  RULE  RIAKING 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  approved 
June  11,  1946,  that  the  regulations  set 
forth  in  tentative  form  below  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
or  his  delegate.  Prior  to  the  final  adop¬ 
tion  of  such  regulations,  consideration 
will  be  given  to  any  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  pertaining  thereto  which  are  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing,  in  duplicate,  to  the 
Director,  Alcohol  and  Tobacco  Tax  Di¬ 
vision,  Internal  Revenue  Service,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.,  within  a  period  of  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
The  proposed  regulations  are  to  be  issued 
imder  the  authority  contained  in  section 
7805  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  (68A  Stat.  917;  26  U.  S.  C.  7805). 

[seal]  Russell  C.  Harrington, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

In  order  to  provide  for  the  use  of  ethyl 
acetate  having  an  ester  content  of  100 
percent  by  weight  or  equivalent,  26  CFR 
Part  212  is  amended  as  follows: 

Paragraph  1.  Section  212.44  (a)  is 
amended  by  striking  the  words  “Thirty- 
five  gallons  of  ethyl  acetate”  and  sub¬ 
stituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “29.75 
gallons  of  ethyl  acetate  having  an  ester 
content  of  100  percent  by  weight  or  the 
equivalent  thereof  not  to  exceed  35  gal¬ 
lons  of  ethyl  acetate  with  an  ester  con¬ 


tent  of  not  less  than  85  percent  by 
weight.” 

Par.  2.  Section  212.45  (a)  is  amended 
by  striking  the  number  “4.26”  and  sub¬ 
stituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  number 
“4.25”. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10479;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  984  1 

Walnuts  Grown  in  California,  Oregon, 
AND  Washington 

GRADE  AND  SIZE  REGULATIONS  FOR  UNSHELLED 
WALNUTS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  has  under  consideration  the  revision 
of  the  pack  specifications  for  merchan¬ 
table  unshelled  walnuts  grown  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  which 
are  effective  pursuant  to  the  applicable 
provisions  of  amended  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  105  and  amended  Order  No.  84 
regulating  the  handling  of  walnuts 
grown  in  California,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  (7  CFR  Part  984;  22  F.  R.  7885, 
8775).  Said  marketing  agreement  and 
order  is  effective  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601 
et  seq.). 

The  proposed  action  would  revise  and 
supersede  the  present  §  984.402,  Pack 
specifications  for  merchantable  (un¬ 
shelled)  walnuts,  including  minimum 
standards  of  size,  quality,  and  maturity; 
(Part  I)  for  walnuts  produced  in  Cali- 


*  Filed  as  part  of  original  document. 


fornia  to  include  a  limitation  of  the 
amount  of  black  kernels  permitted  in 
third  quality  grade,  and  to  combine 
said  section  with  §  984.403,  Pack  speci¬ 
fications  for  merchantable  (unshelled) 
walnuts,  including  minimum  standard  of 
size,  quality,  and  maturity;  (Part  II) 
for  walnuts  produced  in  Oregon  and 
Washington,  into  one  section  designated 
as  §  984.403  Pack  specifications.  It  would 
also  set  forth  a  reference  to  the  minimum 
standard  in  a  separate  section  desig. 
nated  §  984.402  Minimum  grade  and  size 
regulations  for  unshelled  walnuts. 

Revision  of  the  color  requirements  for 
the  California  third  quality  grade  was 
recommended  by  the  Walnut  Control 
Board  to  make  kernel  color  requirements 
for  California  inshell  walnuts  more 
nearly  comparable  to  those  established 
for  shelled  walnuts  by  the  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  effective 
October  4,  1957  (22  F.  R.  7885,  8775). 
Section  984.45  of  the  amended  order 
adopted  the  U.  S.  Commercial  Grade  as 
the  minimum  standard  of  quality  for 
shelled  walnuts.  Subject  to  permitted 
tolerances,  such  grade  excludes  dark  col¬ 
ored  or  “black”  kernels.  Presently, 
black  kernel  content  is  restricted  in  all 
quality  grades  for  unshelled  walnuts  ex¬ 
cept  the  third  quality  grade  for  Cali¬ 
fornia  walnuts,  and  such  grade  is  the 
minimum  standard  o^quality  applicable 
to  unshelled  walnuts  grown  in  California, 
Oregon,  and  Washington.  Prior  to  the 
recent  amendments  to  the  walnut  mar¬ 
keting  order,  there  was  no  regulation  on 
the  quality  of  shelled  walnuts. 

Although  the  grade  and  size  regula¬ 
tions  for  walnuts  grown  in  Oregon  and 
Washington  differ  from  those  for  wal¬ 
nuts  grown  in  California,  there  is  but 
one  minimum  standard  of  quality  and 


Thursday,  December  19,  1957 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


10223 


size  applicable  to  walnuts  grown  in  the 
three  States.  Presently,  grade  and  size 
regulations  for  California  are  set  forth 
in  one  section  (§  984.402),  and  those  for 
Oregon  and  Washington  in  another 
(§  984,403).  Both  these  sections  include 
specifications  for  a  “third  quality”  and  a 
“baby  size,”  although  only  those  for  Cali¬ 
fornia  third  quality  and  baby  size  are  the 
effective  minimum  standards.  This  has 
been  the  source  of  some  misunderstand¬ 
ing  concerning  the  minimum  standard. 
Consequently  proposed  §  984.402  .specif¬ 
ically  designates  the  specifications  for 
third  quality  and  baby  size  for  California 
walnuts  as  the  minimum  standard  for 
quality  and  size  of  unshelled  walnuts  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  walnuts  grown  in  Califor¬ 
nia,  Oregon,  and  Washington. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  data, 
views,  or  arguments  pertaining  to  the 
proposed  rule  which  are  filed  with  the 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25,  D.  C.,  not  later  than  the  20th  day 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  regulations  as  proposed  to  be  re¬ 
vised  are  as  follows: 

§  984.402  Minimum  grade  and  size 
regulations  for  unshelled  walnuts.  The 
specifications  for  Baby  size  and  Third 
Quality  grade  as  prescribed  for  unshelled 
walnuts  produced  in  District  1  (Califor¬ 
nia),  in  paragraph  (b)  of  §  984.403  shall 
be  the  minimum  standard  for  all  un¬ 
shelled  walnuts  pursuant  to  §  984.43  (a) . 

§  984.403  Pack  specifications — (a) 
General.  In  accordance  with  *§  984.43 

(b) ,  each  lot  of  unshelled  walnuts  certi¬ 
fied  as  merchantable  must  meet  one  of 
the  size  classifications  and  one  of  the 
quality  grades  applicable  to  the  district 
of  production  except,  that  any  lot  of 
walnuts  may  be  certified  for  shelling 
without  regard  to  size  classification  if 
not  over  3  percent,  by  count,  pass 
through  a  round  opening  60/64  inch  in 
diameter  and  any  lot  not  exceeding 
25,000  pounds  may  be  certified  for  shell¬ 
ing  without  regard  to  external  appear¬ 
ance  and  condition  if  it  is  determined  on 
the  basis  of  a  representative  sample 
drawn  by  the  inspector  and  bleached  by 
the  handler  by  the  method  ordinarily 
used  by  him  that  such  lot  would  meet  the 
external  appearance  and  condition  re¬ 
quirements.  These  regulations  shall 
remain  in  effect  continuously,  except 
when  it  is  found  that  estimated  returns 
to  producers  are  or  will  be  in  excess  of 
parity. 

(b)  Regulations  for  walnuts  produced 
in  District  1,  (California) — (1)  Size 
specifications — (i)  Mammoth  size.  Wal¬ 
nuts  of  which  not  over  12  percent,  by 
count,  pass  through  a  round  opening 
inches  in  diameter. 

(ii)  Jumbo  size.  Walnuts  of  which 
not  over  12  percent,  by  count,  pass 
through  a  round  opening  89t54  inches  in 
diameter. 

(iii)  Large  size.  Walnuts  of  which 
not  over  12  percent,  by  count,  pass 
through  a  round  opening  inches  in 
diameter,  except  that,  for  walnuts  of  the 
Eureka  variety  and  type,  such  limiting 
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dimension  as  to  diameter  shall  be  ^%4 
inches. 

(iv)  Medium  size.  Walnuts  of  which 
at  least  88  percent,  by  count,  pass 
through  a  round  opening  inches  in 
diameter  and  of  which  not  over  12  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  pass  through  a  round 
opening  m'A  inches  in  diameter. 

(V)  Standard  size.  Walnuts  of  which 
not  over  12  percent,  by  count,  pass 
through  a  round  opening  7%4  inches  in 
diameter. 

(vi)  Baby  size.  Walnuts  of  which  at 
least  88  percent,  by  count,  pass  through 
a  round  opening  inches  in  diameter 
and  of  which  not  over  10  percent,  by 
count,  pass  through  a  round  opening 
inch  in  diameter. 

(2)  External  appearance  and  condi¬ 
tion — (i)  Specifications  and  tolerances. 
Merchantable  vralnuts  are  walnuts  which 
are  not  dirty  or  discolored  and  which  are 
free  from  adhering  hulls,  and  perforated, 
broken,  or  split  shells,  except  that  the 
following  tolerances,  by  count,  for  these 
defects  as  prescribed  for  the  quality 
grade  specified  shall  be  allowed: 

First  Quality  Grade:  10  percent  for  split 
shells  and  an  additional  6  percent  for  de¬ 
fects  other  than  split  shells. 

Second  and  Third  Quality  Grades:  10 
percent  for  split  shells  and  an  additional  10 
percent  for  defects  other  than  split  shells. 

The  following  definitions  of  defects  shall 
be  used  in  determining  the  qualification 
of  walnuts  with  respect  to  external  ap¬ 
pearance  and  conditions: 

(a)  Dirty.  Any  walnut  which  is  af¬ 
fected  by  dirt  or  other  foreign  matter 
to  the  extent  that  it  is  readily  discern¬ 
ible  because  it  is  in  sharp  contrast  with 
the  remainder  of  the  lot;  or  any  lot  of 
walnuts  so  generally  affected  by  dirt  or 
other  foreign  matter  as  to  be  objection¬ 
able  in  appearance. 

(b)  Discolored.  Any  walnut  which  Is 
affected  by  spots  or  stains  to  the  extent 
that  it  is  readily  discernible  because  it 
is  in  sharp  contrast  with  the  remainder 
of  the  lot;  or  any  lot  of  walnuts  so  gen¬ 
erally  affected  by  stains  as  to  be  objec¬ 
tionable  in  appearance. 

(c)  Adhering  hull.  Any  walnut  af¬ 
fected  by  adhering  hull  or  hull  fibre 
which  is  readily  discernible. 

(d)  Perforated  shells.  Any  walnut 
with  imperfectly  developed  areas  of  the 
shell  resembling  abrasions  and  usually 
including  small  holes  penetrating  the 
shell  wall,  if  such  an  area  of  surface 
aggregating  more  than  three-eighths  of 
an  inch  in  diameter  is  so  affected. 

(e)  Broken  shells.  Any  walnut  with  a 
material  portion  of  the  shell  missing  or 
with  the  halves  completely  broken  apart. 
Two  separated  halves  shall  be  counted 
as  one  non-passable  nut. 

(f)  Split  shells  or  splits.  Any  walnut 
with  the  shell  halves  completely  sepa¬ 
rated,  but  held  together  by  the  kernel. 

(3)  Internal  kernel  quality.  Any  lot 
of  walnuts  to  be  eligible  for  a  quality 
grade  must  contain  net  less  than  95  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  kernels  which  are  well 
dried  (firm  and  crisp).  A  kernel,  as 
referred  to  in  this  section  means  all  of 
the  non-fibrous  content  of  one  individual 
walnut;  that  is,  two  halves,  four  quarters, 
etc.  The  quality  grade  of  any  lot  of 


walnuts,  wdthin  the  limits  of  the  toler¬ 
ances  specified  for  external  appearance 
and  conditions,  shall  be  the  highest  grade 
to  which  such  lot  is  eligible  under  the 
following  internal  or  kernel  quality 
grades. 

(i)  First  Quality  Grade  walnuts  shall 
contain  not  less  than  90  percent,  by 
count,  of  nuts  which  are  free  from  insect 
damage,  mold,  shrivel,  blanks,  rancidity 
and  black  kernels,  except  that  not  less 
than  95  percent,  by  count,  shall  be  free 
from  insect  damaged  kernels.  Not  less 
than  50  percent  of  the  kernels  in  any  lot 
shall  be  light  in  color,  in  accordance  with 
the  Walnut  Control  Board  color  chart. 
Only  otherwise  passable  kernels  shall  be 
scored  “light.”  The  following  definitions 
of  defects  shall  be  used  in  determining 
the  qualifications  of  walnuts  for  First 
Quality  Grade: 

(a)  Insect  damage.  A.ny  kernel  af¬ 
fected  in  any  way  by  insect  larvae,  ants, 
moths,  beetles,  or  any  other  insects. 

(b)  Mold.  Any  kernel  showing  on  its  . 
surface  mold  readily  discernible  to  the 
eye,  except  that  a  kernel  bearing  a  few 
loose  filaments  of  white  or  light  gray 
mold  which  are  easily  blown  off  shall  not 
be  considered  moldy. 

(c)  Shrivel.  Any  kernel  which  is 
noticeably  shrimken,  leathery  or  tough 
as  distinguished  from  kernels  which  are 
fully  developed.  A  kernel  which  is  thin 
in  cross-section  but  which  otherwise  is 
normally  developed  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  shriveled.  A  kernel  with  one- 
eighth  or  more  of  its  surface  affected  by 
shriveling  shall  be  considered  as  notice¬ 
ably  shrunken  and  scored  as  non- 
passable. 

(d)  Blank.  Any  kernel  so  shrunken 
or  so  imperfectly  developed  as  to  be 
inedible  or  worthless. 

(e)  Rancidity.  Any  kernel  which  has 
a  decomposed  appearance  or  a  rancid 
taste. 

(/)  Black  kernel.  Any  kernel  with 
one-half  or  more  of  the  surface  as  dark 
or  darker  in  color  than  those  illustrated 
in  row  “E”  of  the  Walnut  Control  Board 
color  chart. 

(ii)  Second  Quality  Grade  walnuts 
shall  contain  not  less  than  a  total  of  86 
percent,  by  count,  of  nuts  which  are  free 
from  defects  as  defined  below  for  Second 
Quality  Grade:  Provided,  That  not  less 
than  90  percent,  by  count,  shall  be  free 
from  insect  damage,  blanks,  rancidity, 
and  black  kernels.  Not  less  than  30  per¬ 
cent  of  the  kernels  in  any  lot  shall  be 
light  in  color  in  accordance  with  the 
Walnut  Control  Board  color  chart.  Only 
otherwise  passable  kernels  shall  be 
scored  “light.”  The  following  definitions 
of  defects  shall  be  used  in  determining 
the  qualifications  of  walnuts  for  the 
Second  Quality  Grade: 

(a)  Insect  damage.  Any  kernel  af¬ 
fected  in  any  way  by  insect  larvae,  ants, 
moths,  beetles,  or  any  other  insects. 

(b)  Mold.  Any  kernel  showing  on  its 
surface  mold  readily  discernible  to  the 
eye,  except  that  a  kernel  bearing  a  few 
loose  filaments  of  white  or  light  gray 
mold  which  can  be  easily  blown  off,  or  a 
kernel  affected  by  a  slight  covering  of 
white  or  gray  mold  which  does  not  affect 
more  than  one-fourth  of  the  surface  of 
the  kernel,  shall  not  be  considered  moldy. 


10224 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


(c)  Shrivel.  Any  kernel  which  Is 
noticeably  shrunken,  leathery  or  tough 
as  distinguished  from  a  kernel  which  is 
fully  developed.  A  kernel  which  is  thin 
in  cross-section  but  which  otherwise  is 
normally  developed  shall  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  shriveled.  A  kernel  shriveled  one- 
eighth  or  more  but  less  than  one-half 
shall  be  considered  as  noticeably  shrunk¬ 
en  and  scored  as  non-passable.  In  any 
100  nuts,  not  more  than  10  such  nuts  may 
be  scored  one-half  percent  each  to  a 
maximum  of  5  percent  non-passable. 
Each  additional  such  nut  above  10  shall 
be  scored  one  percent  non-passable. 

’(d)  Blank.  Any  kernel  so  shrunken 
or  so  imperfectly  developed  as  to  be  in¬ 
edible  or  worthless. 

(e)  Rancidity.  Any  kernel  which  has 
a  decomposed  appearance  or  a  rancid 
taste. 

(/)  Black  kernel.  Any  kernel  with 
one-half  or  more  of  the  surface  as  dark 
or  darker  in  color  than  those  illustrated 
in  row  “E”  of  the  Walnut  Control  Board 
color  chart. 

(iii)  Third  Quality  Grade  walnuts 
shall  contain  not  less  than  90  percent, 
by  count,  of  nuts  which  are  free  from 
insect  damage,  mold,  shrivel,  blanks, 
rancidity,  and  black  kernels.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  definitions  of  defects  shall  be  used 
in  determining  the  qualification  of  wal¬ 
nuts  for  Third  Quality  Grade. 

(a)  Insect  damage.  Any  kernel  af¬ 
fected  in  any  way  by  insect  larvae,  ants, 
moths,  beetles,  or  any  other  insects, 

(b)  Mold.  Any  kernel  on  which  there 
is  fruiting  mold  of  any  description  or 
mold  mycelia  affecting  more  than  one- 
fourth  of  the  surface  of  the  kernel. 

(c)  Shrivel.  Any  kernel  which  is 
edible  and  otherwise  sound  but  with  one- 
half  or  more  shriveled.  Each  shriveled 
kernel  shall  be  classed  as  half  sound; 
that  is,  two  such  kernels  shall  be  counted 
as  one  sound  and  one  defective  kernel. 

(d)  Blank.  Any  kernel  so  shrunken 
or  so  imperfectly  developed  as  to  be  in¬ 
edible  or  worthless. 

(e)  Rancidity.  Any  kernel  w'hich  has 
a  decomposed  appearance  or  rancid 
taste. 

(/)  Black  kernel.  Any  kernel  with 
one-half  or  more  of  the  surface  as  dark 
or  darker  in  color  than  those  illustrated 
in  row  “E”  of  the  Walnut  Control  Board 
color  chart. 

(c)  Regulations  for  walnuts  produced 
in  District  2  (Oregon-Washington)  — 
(1)  Size  specifications.  Size  specifica¬ 
tions  applicable  to  District  2  shall  be  the 
same  as  those  specified  for  District  1  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  this  section. 

(2)  External  quality  and  appearance. 
(i)  First  Quality  Grade  walnuts  are  wal¬ 
nuts  of  similar  varietal  characteristics, 
which  are  fully  dried,  the  shells  of  which 
are  clean,  bright,  fairly  uniform  in  color, 
well  formed,  and  free  from  splits,  injury 
by  discoloration,  and  free  from  damage 
caused  by  broken  shells,  perforated 
shells,  adhering  hulls  find  other  means, 
except  that  the  following  tolerance,  by 
count,  shall  be  allowed: 

5  percent  for  splits  and  an  additional  5 
percent  for  other  defects,  including  not  more 
than  3  percent  serious  damage. 

(ii)  Second  Quality  Grade  w^alnuts  are 
walnuts  of  similar  varietal  characteris¬ 


tics,  which  are  fully  dried,  the  shells  of 
which  are  fairly  clean,  free  from  splits, 
and  free  from  damage  caused  by  broken 
shells,  perforated  shells,  adhering  hulls, 
discoloration,  or  other  means,  except 
that  the  following  tolerances,  by  count, 
shall  be  allowed: 

5  percent  for  splits  and  an  additional  8 
percent  for  other  defects,  including  not  more 
than  5  percent  serious  damage. 

(iii)  Third  Quality  Grade  walnuts  are 
walnuts  which  are  fully  dried,  the  shells 
of  w'hich  are  fairly  clean,  free  from  splits, 
and  free  from  damage  caused  by  broken 
shells,  and  free  from  serious  damage, 
caused  by  discoloration,  perforated 
shells,  adhering  hulls,  and  ether  means, 
except  that  the  following  tolerance,  by 
count,  shall  be  allowed: 

10  percent  for  splits  and  an  additional  10 
percent  for  other  defects,  including  not 
over  5  percent  serious  damage  by  adhering 
hulls. 

(iv)  Definition  of  terms:  The  follow¬ 
ing  definitions  of  terms  shall  be  used  in 
determining  the  qualification  of  walnuts 
with  respect  to  external  appearance  and 
condition: 

(a)  Fully  dried  means  that  the  kernel 
is  crisp  and  with  a  moisture  content 
(both  shell  and  kernel)  of  not  to  exceed 
10  percent. 

(b)  Clean  means  that  from  the  view’-' 
point  of  general  appearance  the  walnuts 
are  practically  free  from  adhering  dirt 
or  other  foreign  matter  and  that  the 
individual  walnuts  are  not  damaged  by 
such  means.  A  slight  chalky  deposit  on 
the  shell  is  characteristic  of  many 
bleached  nuts  and  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  dirt  or  foreign  matter. 

(c)  Fairly  clean  means  that  irom  the 
viewpoint  of  general  appearance  the  lot 
is  not  seriously  damaged  by  adhering 
dirt  or  other  foreign  matter  and  that 
individual  walnuts  are  not  coated  or 
caked  with  dirt  or  foreign  matter.  Both 
the  amount  of  surface  affected  and  the 
color  of  the  dirt  shall  be  taken  into 
consideration.’ 

(d)  Bright  means  a  light,  uniform, 
attractive  appearance.  A  slight  chalky 
deposit  on  the  shell  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  affecting  brightness. 

(e)  Fairly  uniform  color  means  that 
the  shell  color  of  individual  nuts  does 
not  contrast  materially  with  the  general 
color  of  the  lot. 

(/)  Well  formed  means  that  at  least 
88  percent  of  the  pack  have  a  normal 
shape  characteristic  of  the  variety. 

(g)  Splits  means  w’alnuts  with  shell 
halves  separated  at  the  suture  for  50 
percent  or  more  of  the  circumference  of 
the  nut. 

ih)  Injury  by  discoloration  means  that 
the  color  of  the  affected  portion  of  the 
shell  contrasts  materially  with  the  color 
of  the  rest  of  the  shell  of  the  individual 
nut. 

ii)  Damage  means  any  injury  or  de¬ 
fect  which  materially  affects  the  appear¬ 
ance,  edible,  or  shipping  quality  of  the 
walnuts.  Any  one  of  the  following  de¬ 
fects  or  any  combination  of  defects,  the 
seriousness  of  which  exceeds  the  max¬ 
imum  allowed  for  any  one  of  these  de¬ 
fects  shall  be  considered  as  damage: 


(1)  Broken  shells,  when  any  material 
portion  of  the  shell  is  missing  or  the 
halves  are  completely  broken  apart  and 
separated. 

(2)  Perforated  shells,  when  the  area 
affected  aggregate  more  than  one-fourtli 
inch  in  diameter.  The  term  “perforated 
shells”  means  imperfectly  developed 
areas  on  the  shell  resembling  abrasions 
and  usually  including  small  holes  pene¬ 
trating  the  shell  wall. 

(3)  Adhering  hulls,  w’hen  affecting 
more  than  5  percent  of  the  shell  surface. 

(4)  Discoloration  (or  stain),  which 
covers  in  the  aggregate  one-fifth  or  more 
of  the  surface  of  the  shell  of  an  indi¬ 
vidual  nut,  and  which  is  medium  brown, 
light  reddish  brown  or  gray,  contrasting 
with  the  color  of  the  rest  of  the  shell  or 
the  majority  of  shells  in  the  lot;  or 
darker  discoloration  covering  a  smaller 
area  if  the  appearance  is  equally  objec¬ 
tionable. 

(?)  Serious  damage  means  any  injury 
or  defect  w’hich  seriously  affects  the  ap¬ 
pearance,  edible  or  shipping  quality  of 
the  w’alnut.  Any  one  of  the  following 
defects,  or  any  combination  of  defects, 
the  seriousness  of  w'hich  exceeds  the 
maximum  allowed  for  any  one  of  these 
defects  shall  be  considered  as  serious 
damage: 

il)  Discoloration  (or  stain)  which 
covers  in  the  aggregate  one-third  or 
more  of  the  surface  of  the  shell  of  an 
individual  nut,  and  which  is  brown,  red¬ 
dish  brown,  or  gray,  contrasting  sharply 
with  the  color  of  the  rest  of  the  shell 
or  the  majority  of  shells  in  the  lot;  or 
darker  discoloration  covering  a  smaller 
area  if  the  appearance  is  equally  ob¬ 
jectionable. 

(2)  Perforated  shells,  w'hen  the  area 
affected  aggregates  more  than  %  of  an 
inch  in  diameter.  The  term  “perforated 
shells”  means  imperfectly  developed 
areas  on  the  shell  resembling  abrasions 
and  usually  including  small  holes  pene¬ 
trating  the  shell  w’all. 

(3)  Adhering  hulls,  when  affecting 
more  than  one-eighth  of  the  surface 
in  the  aggregate. 

(3)  Internal  or  kernel  quality.  A  ker¬ 
nel  as  referred  to  in  this  section  means 
all  of  the  non-fibrous  content  of  one 
individual  walnut;  that  is.  two  halves, 
four  quarters,  etc.  The  quality  grade  of 
any  lot  of  walnuts,  w’ithin  the  limits  of 
the  tolerances  specified  for  external  ap¬ 
pearance  and  condition,  shall  be  the 
highest  grade  to  which  such  lot  is  eligi¬ 
ble  under  the  following  internal  or  kernel 
quality  grades.  • 

(i)  First  Quality  Grade  shall  consist 
of  w'alnuts  which  are  fully  dried  and  the 
kernels  of  which  are  free  from  decay, 
dark  discoloration,  rancidity,  insects  or 
insect  injury,  and  free  from  damage 
caused  by  mold,  shriveling  and  other 
means.  At  least  60  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  walnuts  of  this  grade  shall  con¬ 
tain  kernels  which  are  not  darker  than 
“light”  (as  defined  by  the  English  Wal¬ 
nut  grading  chart  of  the  U.  S,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture),  and  w’hich  are 
free  from  defects  of  the  First  Quality 
Grade.  The  following  tolerance,  by 
count,  shall"  be  allow’ed:  Not  more  than 
10  percent  shall  be  below’  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  grade,  including  not  more 
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than  5  percent  serious  damage  from 
causes  other  than  shrivel.  An  addi¬ 
tional  tolerance  of  10  percent  shall  be 
allowed  for  kernels  otherwise  sound,  but 
with  one-eighth  or  less  shriveled.  In 
arriving  at  this  tolerance  the  following 
rules  with  respect  to  shrivel  shall  apply : 

(a)  Kernels  otherwise  sound  with 
one-half  or  more  shriveled  shall  be 
counted  as  one  percent. 

(b)  Kernels  otherwise  sound  with 
more  than  one-eighth  and  less  than  one- 
half  shriveled  shall  count  as  one-half 
of  one  percent:  Provided,  That  if  more 
than  10  such  nuts  are  present  per  100, 
each  additional  nut  shall  count  as  one 
percent. 

(ii)  Second  Quality  Grade  walnuts 
shall  consist. of  walnuts  which  are  fully 
dried  and  the  kernels  of  which  are  free 
from  decay,  dark  discoloration,  rancid¬ 
ity,  insects  or  insect  injury,  and  free 
from  damage  caused  by  mold,  shriveling 
and  other  means.  At  least  50  percent, 
by  count,  of  walnuts  of  this  grade  shall 
contain  kernels  which  are  not  darker 
than  “light”  (as  defined  by  English  Wal¬ 
nut  grading  chart  of  the  U.  S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture),  and  which  are 
free  from  defects  of  the  Second  Quality 
Grade.  The  following  tolerance,  by 
count,  shall  be  allowed:  Not  more  than 
10  percent  shall  be  below  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  grade,  including  not  more 
than  5  percent  serious  damage  from 
causes  other  than  shrivel.  In  arriving  at 
this  tolerance  the  following  rules  with 
respect  to  shrivel  shall  apply: 

(a)  Kernels  otherwise  sound  with 

one-halx  or  more  shriveled  shall  be 
counted  as  one  percent. 

(b)  Kernels  otherwise  sound  with 

one-fourth  and  less  than  one-half  shriv¬ 
eled  shall  count  as  one-half  of  one 
percent  sound. 

(c)  Kernels  otherwise  sound  with 

more  than  one-eighth  but  less  than  one- 
fourth  shriveled  shall  count  as  one- 
fourth  of  one  percent:  Provided,  That 
not  more  than  20  such  kernels  shall  be 
allowed  per  each  100. 

(d)  Kernels  otherwise  sound  with 

one-eighth  or  less  shriveled  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  sound  in  the  Second  Quality 
Grade:  Provided,  That  not  more  than  50 
percent,  by  count,  of  such  kernels  are 
present. 

(iii)  Third  Quality  Grade  walnuts 
shall  consist  of  walnuts  which  are  fully 
dried  and  the  kernels  of  which  are  free 
from  decay,  dark  discoloration,  rancidity, 
insects  or  insect  injury,  and  free  from 
damage  caused  by  mold,  shriveling  and 
other  means.  The  following  tolerances, 
by  count,  shall  be  allowed :  Not  more  than 
10  percent  shall  be  belgw  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  grade.  In  arriving 
at  this  tolerance  the  following  rules  with 
respect  to  shrivel  shall  apply : 

(a)  Kernels  otherwise  sound  but  with 
more  than  one-half  shriveled  shall  be 
counted  as  one  percent. 

(b)  Kernels  otherwise  sound  with 
more  than  one-fourth  but  not  more  than 
one-half  shriveled  shall  be  counted  as 
one-half  of  one  percent. 

(iv)  Definitions  of  terms.  The  follow¬ 
ing  definitions  of  terms  shall  be  used  in 
determining  the  qualification  of  wal¬ 


nuts  with  respect  to  internal  or  kernel 
quality: 

(a)  Fully  dried  means  that  the  kernel 
is  crisp  and  with  a  moisture  content 
(both  shell  and  kernel)  of  not  to  exceed 
10  percent. 

(b)  Damage  means  any  injury  or  de¬ 
fect  which  materially  affects  the  appear¬ 
ance,  edible  or  shipping  quality  of  the 
walnuts.  Any  one  of  the  following  de¬ 
fects,  or  any  combination  of  defects,  the 
seriousness  of  which  exceeds  the  maxi¬ 
mum  allowed  for  any  one  of  these  defects 
shall  be  considered  as  damage: 

(c)  Mold  which  Jcernels  show  on  their 
surface  and  which  is  readily  discernible 
to  the  eye.  Kernels  bearing  a  few  loose 
filaments  of  white  or  light  gray  mold 
which  are  easily  blown  off  shall  not  be 
considered  moldy. 

(d)  Shrivel,  severe  shrivel,  or  various 
degrees  of  shrivel  affecting  a  greaCifer  area 
producing  an  equally  objectionable  ap¬ 
pearance.  Special  rules  for  scoring 
shrivel  are  provided  for  each  of  the 
quality  grades,  under  tolerances  for  in¬ 
ternal  defects. 

(e)  Dark  discoloration  means  that  the 
color  of  the  kernel  is  darker  than  “dark 
amber”  (as  defined  by  the  English  Wal¬ 
nut  grading  chart  of  the  U.  S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture) . 

(/)  Rancidity  means  the  stage  of  de¬ 
terioration  in  which  the  kernel  has  de¬ 
veloped  a  rancid  flavor.  This  condition 
is  frequently  indicated  by  a  definite 
change  in  color  of  the  nut  tissue,  a 
marked  yellowing  or  blackening  of  the 
fleshy  tissue  of  the  meat.  Rancidity 
should  not  be  confused  with  a  slightly 
astringent  flavor  of  the  pellicle  (skin)  or 
with  staleness,  the  stage  at  which  the 
flavor  is  fiat  but  not  distasteful. 

(g)  Insect  injury  means  any  evidence 
that  codling  moth  larvae  or  other  insects 
have  been  present  in  the  nut,  such  as 
frass  or  webbing,  or  a  powdery  condition 
of  the  kernel  such  as  might  be  caused 
by  ants. 

(h)  Serious  damage  means  any  in¬ 
jury  or  defect  which  seriously  affects  the 
appearance,  edible  or  shipping  quality  of 
the  walnut.  Decay,  rancidity,  and  in¬ 
sects  or  insect  injury  shall  be  considered 
serious  damage. 

Dated:  December  13,  1957. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director, 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10437;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
[25CFRPartl30] 

Klamath  Indian  Irrigation  Project, 
Oregon 

ASSESSMENTS  AND  PAYMENT 

November  25,  1957. 

Pursuant  to  section  4  (a)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  of  June  11, 
1946  (60  Stat.238  U.  S,  C.  1001)  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  acts  of  August  11,  1914  and 
March  7,  1928  (38  Stat.  583,  45  Stat.  210; 
25  U.  S.  C.  385,  387)  and  by  virtue  of  au¬ 


thority  delegated  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs  to  the  imdersigned  Area 
Director,  Portland  Area  OfiBce,  Portland, 
Oregon  by  Order  No.  551,  Amendment 
No.  1,  approved  June  5,  1951  (16  F.  R. 
3456-3457),  a  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
intention  to  modify  §§  130.47  (c),  130.48 

(e),  130.48  (a) -(c)  of  Title  25,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  dealing  with  the 
operation  and  maintenance  assessments 
against  the  area  benefited  by  the  irriga¬ 
tion  systems  on  the  Klamath  Irrigation 
Project,  Klamath  Indian  Reservation, 
Oregon,  as  follows: 

Section  130.47  Assessments,  (c) :  By 
establishing  the  final  and  total  operation 
and  maintenance  assessments  on  the  ir¬ 
rigable  land  imder  the  Agency  Unit  at 
$0.08435  per  acre. 

Section  130.48  Payment,  (e) :  The  pay¬ 
ment  as  established  under  §  130.47  (c) 
shall  be  due  and  payable  on  all  lands 
imder  the  Agency  Unit  on  April  1,  1958 
for  all  lands  under  this  Unit. 

Section  130.48  (a)-(c) :  The  assess¬ 
ments  against  the  lands  of  the  Agency 
Unit  shall  be  based  upon  the  report  en¬ 
titled,  “Designation  of  Irrigable  Areas 
and  Cost  of  Irrigation  Developments, 
Spring  Creek,  Agency  Unit,  Klamath 
Indian  Reservation,  Oregon,  December 
1956  (Revised)  ”,  as  prepared.,  by  the 
Area  Director,  Portland  Area  OfiBce, 
Portland,  Oregon. 

Interested  parties  are  hereby  given  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  preparing  the 
proposed  amendment  by  submitting  their 
views  and  data  or  arguments  in  writing 
to  Don  C.  Foster,  Area  Director,  Bureau 
of  Indian  Affairs,  Post  OfiBce  Box  4097, 
Portland  8.  Oregon,  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice  of 
intention  in  the  daily  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Don  C.  Foster, 
Area  Director. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  57-10443;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

(Docket  No.  12254] 

Television  Broadcast  .Stations,  Mari¬ 
nette-Green  Bay,  Wis.;  Table  of 
Assignments 

order  extending  time  for  filing 
comments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  3.606 
Table  of  assignments.  Television  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations  (Marinette-Green  Bay, 
Wisconsin) . 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  motion  filed  December 
12,  1957,  by  M  &  M  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station  WMBV- 
TV,  Marinette,  Wisconsin,  requesting  the 
Commission  to  extend  the  time  for  filing 
comments  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  from  December  20,  1957,  to  January 
20,  1958. 

2.  In  support  of  its  request  movant 
alleges  that  certain  matters  have 
recently  arisen  which  must  be  resolved 
and  clarified  before  proper  and  helpful 
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comments  can  be  filed,  and  that  these 
matters  are  of  such  importance  that  they 
may  vitally  affect  the  issues  in  the 
instant  proceeding.  Movant  asserts  that 
one  of  the  two  parties  who  has  indicated 
an  interest  in  this  proceeding,  Norber- 
tine  Fathers,  has  consented  to  the  grant 
of  the  instant  Motion;  and  that  the 
other  party.  Valley  Telecasting  Company, 
has  agreed  to  waive  the  requirements  of 
§  1.730  of  the  Commission’s  rules  in  order 
to  permit  an  early  disposition  of  the 
motion. 

3.  The  Commission  is  of  the  view  that 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity  would  be  served  by  extending 
the  time  for  filing  comments  in  this 
proceeding. 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing;  It  is 
ordered.  That  the  motion  of  M  &  M 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  is  granted; 
that  the  time  for  filing  comments  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  is  extended 
from  December  20,  1957,  to  January  20, 
1958;  and  that  the  time  for  filing  reply 
comments,  is  extended  from  December 
30,  1957,  to  January  30,  1958. 

Adopted:  December  13,  1957. 

Released:  December  16, 1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  57-10483;  Piled,  Dec.  18.  1957; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  3  ] 

[Docket  No.  12268;  FCC  57-13491 

Television  Broadcast  Stations;  Walla 

Walla.  Wash.  ;  Table  of  Assignments 

NOTICE  OF  proposed  RULE  MAKING 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  3.606 
Table  of  assignments,  Television  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations  (Walla  Walla,  Wash¬ 
ington). 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 

2.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  petition  filed  October  11, 
1957  by  Cascade  Broadcasting  Company, 
for  rule  making  to  amend  the  television 
Table  of  Assignments  contained  in  §  3.606 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions,  so  as  to  delete  Channels  5  and  8 
from  Walla  Walla  and  substitute  UHP 
channels  therefor  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Walla  Walla,  W'ash . 

5-,  8,  *22 

22,  44-,  *50 

3.  Cascade  submits  that  it  is  the 
licensee  of  Stations  KIMA-TV  on  Chan¬ 
nel  29  at  Yakima,  Washington,  KEPR- 
TV,  on  Channel  19  at  Pasco,  Washington, 
KBAS-'TV  on  Channel  43  at  Ephrata, 
Washington,  and  KLEW-'TV  on  Channel 
3  at  Lewiston,  Idaho  (the  latter  two  sta¬ 
tions  through  wholly-owned  subsidi¬ 
aries)  ,  and  that  there  are  no  applications 


now  on  file  for  Channels  5  and  8  at  Walla 
Walla.  Cascade  urges  that  there  are  no 
VHP  signals  available  in  central  and 
southeastern  Washington,  while  three 
UHP  stations  serve  this  area ;  that  Walla 
Walla  receives  satisfactory  UHP  service 
from  Channel  19  at  Pasco  and  wall  re¬ 
ceive  service  from  the  proposed  station 
on  Channel  31  at  Kennewick;  that  no 
significant  number  of  persons  will  lose 
service  as  a  result  ,of  the  deletion  of 
Channels  5  and  8;  and  that  the  proposal 
would  assure  the  continued  growth  of 
competitive  television  broadcasting  in 
the  UHP  band  in  soqj-heastern  Washing¬ 
ton. 

4.  Although  the  Commission  previ¬ 
ously  rejected  a  proposal  to  delete  Chan¬ 
nels  5  and  8  from  Walla  Walla,  the 
Commission  is  now  of  the  view  that  rule 
making  proceedings  should  be  instituted 
in  thli^'matter.  When  the  prior  proposal 
for  deintermixing  Walla  Walla  w’as  con¬ 
sidered,  an  active  interest  had  been  in¬ 
dicated  in  VHP  Channels  5  and  8.  At 
the  present  time,  however,  there  are  no 
applications  for  these  frequencies  and 
UHP  stations  are  operating  in  the  gen¬ 
eral  area.  Further  exploration  of  the 
proposal  to  delete  Channels  5  and  8 
from  Walla  Walla  would  therefore  be 
desirable. 

5.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  (i).  301,  303  (c),  (d), 
(f)  and  (r)  and  307  (b)  of  the  Commu¬ 
nications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

6.  Any  interested  party  who  is  of  the 
view  that  the  proposed  amendment 
should  not  be  adopted,  or  should  not  be 
adopted  in  the  form  set  forth  herein, 
may  file  with  the  Commission  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  15,  1958,  a  written  state¬ 
ment  or  brief  setting  forth  his  comments. 
Comments  in  support  of  the  proposed 
amendment  may  also  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  the  same  date.  Comments  or  briefs 
in  reply  to  the  original  comments  may 
be  filed  within  15  days  from  the  last  day 
for  filing  said  original  comments.  No 
additional  comments  may  be  filed  unless 
(1)  specifically  requested  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  or  (2)  good  cause  for  the  filing 
of  such  additional  comments  is  estab¬ 
lished. 

7.  Parties  submitting  comments  In 
this  proceeding  are  requested  to  direct 
their  attention  to  the  matters  raised  in 
paragraph  31  of  the  Commission’s  Re¬ 
port  and  Order  in  Docket  11532  (FCC 
56-587,  issued  June  26,  1956) ,  and  para¬ 
graph  5  of  the  Notice  and  Order  (FCC 
56-1080)  issued  in  the  same  proceeding 
on  November  6,  1956. 

8.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.764  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  written  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Adopted:  December  11,  1957. 

Released:  December  16,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

*  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10484;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:54  a.  m.l 


[  47  CFR  Part  9  ] 

[Docket  No.  12270;  FCC  57-13621 
Aviation  Services 
eligibility;  scope  of  service 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 

9.441  and  9.442,  Part  9,  Aviation 
Services,  to  clarify  requirements  appli¬ 
cable  to  aeronautical  fixed  stations. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 

2.  Recent  applications  for  authority  to 
construct  and  operate  aeronautical  fixed 
stations  w'ithout  associated  aeronautical 
enroute  stations,  and  the  Commission’s 
action  in  dismissing  such  applications, 
indicate  a  need  for  amendment  of  the 
rules  to  reflect  more  clearly  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  long  established  policy  with 
respect  to  such  facilities. 

3.  The  amendments  herein  proposed 
would  permit  the  issuance  of  an  aero¬ 
nautical  fixed  station  authorization  only 
to  the  licensee  of  an  aeronautical  enroute 
station  with  which  the  proposed  aero¬ 
nautical  fixed  station  will  be  associated. 
This  proposal  is  based  on  the  following 
considerations:  (1)  The  absence  of  op¬ 
erational  justification  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  aeronautical  fixed  facilities  at 
loaations  not  served  by  aeronautical  en¬ 
route  stations;  and  (2)  the  desirability 
of  having  both  classes  of  facilities  at  a 
given  location  operated  by  the  same 
licensee. 

4.  The  proposed  amendments  are  is¬ 
sued  under  the  authority  of  sections  303 
(b),  (d),  and  (r)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

5.  Any  interested  person  who  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  proposed  amendments- 
should  not  be  adopted,  or  should  not  be 
adopted  in  the  form  set  forth  below,  may 
file  with  the  Commission  on  or  before 
January  20,  1958,  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  setting  forth  his  comments. 
Comments  in  support  of  the  proposed 
amendments  may  also  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  the  same  date.  Rebuttal  comrhents 
may  be  filed  within  10  days  from  the 
last  day  for  filing  of  original  comments. 
No  additional  comments  may  be  filed 
unless  (1)  specifically  requested  by  the 
Commission  or  (2)  good  cause  for  the 
filing  of  such  additional  comments  is 
established.  The  Commission  will  con¬ 
sider  all  such  comments  prior  to  taking 
final  action  in  this  matter,  and  if  com¬ 
ments  are  submitted  warranting  oral 
argument,  notice  of  the  time  and  place 
of  such  oral  argument  will  be  given. 

6.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.764  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  statements, 
briefs,  or  comments  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission. 

Adopted:  December  11,  1957. 

Released:  December  16,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

Amend  Part  9,  Aviation  Services,  as 
Indicated  below : 

Delete  §§  9.441  and  9.442  and  substi¬ 
tute  new  sections  to  read  as  follows; 
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§  9.441  Eligibility.  Authorization  to 
operate  an  aeronautical  fixed  station  will 
be  issued  only  to  the  licensee  of  an  aero¬ 
nautical  enroute  station  with  which  the 
aeronautical  fixed  station  will  be  asso¬ 
ciated.  Aeronautical  fixed  station  au¬ 
thorizations  will  not  be  issued  where  land 
line  facilities  adequate  for  the  service 
required  are  available. 

§  9.442  Scope  of  service.  Aeronauti¬ 
cal  fixed  stations  shall  provide  all  neces¬ 
sary  non-public  point-to-point  commu¬ 
nications  service  pertaining  to  safety, 
regularity  and  economy  of  flight.  Such 
stations  shall  transit,  without  discrimi¬ 
nation.  messages  originated  by  aircraft 
radio  station  licensees  who  have  entered 
into  equitable,  cost  sharing  arrange¬ 
ments  governing  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  such  stations :  Provided, 
however.  That  aeronautical  fixed  station 
licensees  are  required  to  transmit,  with¬ 
out  charge  or  discrimination,  all  neces¬ 
sary  messages  in  time  of  public  emer¬ 
gency  which  involve  the  safety  of  life 
and  property. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  57-10485;  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1957; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


[  47  CFR  Parts  34,  35  1 

(Docket  No.  12269;  FCC  57-1355] 

Uniform  System  of  Accounts  for  Radio¬ 
telegraph  Carriers  and  Wire-tele¬ 
graph  AND  Ocean-cable  Carriers 

accounting  for  costs  of  installation, 
equipment  changes,  and  similar  serv¬ 
ices,  AND  charges  made  TO  CUSTOMERS 
THEREWITH  ^ 

In  the  matter  of  amendments  to  Part 

34  and  35  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations.  Uniform  System  of  Accounts 
for  Radiotelegraph  Carriers  and  Uniform 
System  of  Accounts  for  Wire-telegraph 
and  Ocean-cable  Carriers,  respectively, 
relating  to  the  accounting  for  costs  of 
installation,  equipment  changes,  and 
similar  services,  and  the  charges  to  cus¬ 
tomers  made  in  connection  therewith. 

1.  The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com¬ 
pany.  by  letter  dated  August  6,  1956,  has 
requested  the  Commission  to  revise  Part 

35  of  its  Rules  (Uniform  System  of  Ac¬ 
counts  for  Wire-telegraph  and  Ocean- 
cable  Carriers)  .(A)  to  delete  paragraph 
(a)  (14)  of  §  35.41-7,  “Maintenance  ex¬ 
penses,”  or  clarify  its  intent  so  as  to  ex¬ 
clude  private  wire  service  installations, 
and  (B)  to  include  in  §  35.31-2,  “Basis 
of  credits  to  operating-revenue  ac¬ 
counts,”  a  provision  which  would  permit 
the  amortization  over  appropriate 
periods,  of  revenue  items  considered  to 
be  both  so  large  and  so  infrequent  that 
their  inclusion  in  the  revenue  accounts 
in  total  as  they  accrue  would  seriously 
distort  amiual  operating  revenues. 

2.  Section  35.41-7  (a)  (14)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  presently  requires 
that  the  costs  of  installation,  equipment 
changes,  and  similar  services,  for  which 
the  carrier  is  reimbursed  in  whole  or  in 
part,  or  for  which  a  charge  is  made  by 
the  carrier,  shall  be  charged  to  mainte¬ 
nance  expenses.  Section  35.31-2  of  the 
rules  requires  that  the  operating-revenue 
accounts  shall  be  credited  with  the  actual 
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amounts  chargeable  for  services  ren¬ 
dered.  Section  35.03-2  (c)  provides  that 
each  carrier  shall  keep  its  books  of  ac¬ 
count  on  a  calendar-month  basis  so  that 
for  each  month  all  transactions  applica¬ 
ble  thereto,  as  nearly  as  may  be  ascer¬ 
tained,  will  be  entered  in  the  books. 
Section  35.03-15  provides  that  when  the 
amount  of  any  item  includible  in  an 
operating-revenue,  operating-expense,  or 
other  income  account  for  a  single  month 
is  relatively  so  large  that  its  inclusion 
in  the  accounts  for  that  month  would 
seriously  distort  that  account,  it  may  be 
distributed  in  equal  amounts  to  the  ac¬ 
counts  for  the  current  and  remaining 
months  of  the  calendar  year.  There  is 
no  provision  in  Part  35  permitting  the 
spreading  of  revenue  or  expense  items 
beyond  the  months  of  the  current  cal¬ 
endar  year. 

3.  Western  Union,  In  support  of  the 
portion  of  its  proposal  to  the  effect  that 
the  system  of  accounts  be  changed  so 
as  to  provide  for  capitalizing  in  the 
operated  plant  accounts,  rather  than  ex¬ 
pensing,  costs  of  installation,  equipment 
changes,  and  similar  services  related  to 
private  wire  service  installations  (which 
is  already  the  rule  where  there  is  no  re¬ 
imbursement  or  charge),  urges  that 
adoption  of  the  proposal  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  theory  that  all  plant 
accounts  should  reflect  the  costs  of  plant 
in  place.  It  alleges  that  the  theory  is 
an  “age-old  concept”  to  which  it  sub¬ 
scribes.  Western  Union  argues  that 
when  §  35.41-7  (a)  (14)  was  written 
there  were  probably  only  minor  items  of 
installation*  work,  equipment  changes 
and  similar  services,  normally  cate¬ 
gorized  as  maintenance  work,  to  which 
it  would  apply.  It  doubts  that  it  was 
foreseen  that  §  35.41-7  (a)  (14)  would 
some  day  be  applied  to  installation  costs 
on  major  private  wire  service  networks. 
Western  Union  further  argues  that 
w'here  the  installation  charge  to  the  cus¬ 
tomer  is  only  a  fraction  of  the  costs  of 
installation,  such  fact  definitely  pre¬ 
cludes  the  immediate  writing  off  to 
operating  expenses  at  time  of  installa¬ 
tion  of  at  least  the  excess  of  cost  of  in¬ 
stallation  over  the  installation  charge 
“on  any  theory  of  expenses  following 
revenues.”  Even  where  the  installation 
charge  to  the  customer  equals  the  non- 
recoverable  costs  of  installation.  Western 
Union  believes  the  cost  should  be  capital¬ 
ized  rather  than  expensed  with  the  in¬ 
stallation  charge  to  the  customer  being 
credited  to  revenues  gradually  over  the 
period  the  customer  is  expected  to  keep 
the  service.  Western  Union  recognizes, 
however,  that  it  may  not  be  necessary 
to  spread  out  the  crediting  to  revenues 
of  each  installation  charge  to  a  customer 
because  if  there  are  many  of  them,  not 
varying  greatly  as  to  amount,  and  being 
made  at  fairly  regular  time  intervals,  the 
matching  of  expenses  and  revenues  in 
the  accounts  which  it  seeks  will  be  the 
result  anyway.  Western  Union  argues 
that  the  present  prescribed  expense  ac¬ 
counting  as  applied  to  any  case  where 
there  is  an  installation  charge  which  is 
less  than  the  costs  of  installation,  is 
thoroughly  inconsistent  with  computa¬ 
tion  of  tariffs,  where  only  the  installation 
charge  to  the  customer  is  deducted  from 


the  base  on  which  future  revenues  will 
accrue.  It  points  out,  also,  that  certain 
items  of  equipment  are  used  both  as  com¬ 
ponents  of  private  line  installations  and 
elsewhere  in  operating  plant,  so  that 
under  the  presently  effective  accounting 
rules  there  exists  the  anomaly  of  the 
same  units  of  plant,  some  capitalized 
along  with  the  full  costs  of  their  installa¬ 
tion  and  some  with  no  costs  of  installa¬ 
tion  capitalized,  depending  upon  whether 
or  not  installation  charges  to  customers 
were  involved. 

4.  As  noted  In  paragraph  1  above. 
Western  Union  requests  either  deletion 
of  §  35.41-7  (a)  (14)  or  its  clarification  so 
as  to  exclude  private  wire  service  installa¬ 
tions.  Deletion  of  the  section  will  ac¬ 
complish  a  greater  change  in  the  pre¬ 
scribed  accounting  than  clarification  to 
create  a  single  exclusion.  In  either 
event,  the  change  might  require  the  de¬ 
velopment,  maintenance  and  use  of  re¬ 
tirement  unit  costs  on  both  a  “before” 
and  an  “after”  basis.  Also,  changes  in 
depreciation  rates  might  possibly  be  in 
order.  The  Commission  proposes  to 
delete  §35.41-7  (a)  (14). 

5.  The  Commission  is  in  sympathy  with 
the  objective  stated  by  Western  Union 
with  respect  to  revenue  accounting  for 
installation  charges.  It  agrees,  also, 
with  Western  Union  that  it  may  not  be 
necessary  in  order  to  achieve  the  objec¬ 
tive  to  spread  out  the  crediting  to  reve¬ 
nues  of  each  installation  charge  to  a  cus¬ 
tomer  because  if  there  are  many  such 
charges,  not  varying  greatly  as  to 
amount,  and  being  made  at  fairly  regu¬ 
lar  time  intervals,  the  matching  of  ex¬ 
penses  and  revenues  in  the  accounts 
which  Western  Union  seeks  will  be  the 
result  anyway.  While,  as  noted,  the 
Commission  believes  there  are  cases 
when  installation  charges  should  be 
amortized  to  revenues,  it  does  not  be¬ 
lieve,  as  Western  Union  suggests,  that 
the  decision  to  amortize  should  be  left 
to  the  free  discretion  of  the  carrier  be¬ 
yond  that  already  granted  by  §  35.03-15, 
“Unusual  items,”  described  in  paragraph 
2  herein.  The  Commission  believes  that 
amortization  may  be  appropriate  in  par¬ 
ticular  cases  but,  even  so,  should  be  un¬ 
dertaken  only  after  application  to  and 
approval  by  the  Commission. 

6.  In  order  to  accomplish  the  revenue 
accounting  objective,  and  provide  for 
amortization  in  certain  cases  subject  to 
advance  Commission  approval,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  text  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  §  35.31-2  “Basis  of  credits  to  the  oper¬ 
ating-revenue  accounts,”  be  amended  to 
read  as  follows  (proposed  new  language 
is  enclosed  in  parentheses):  “Credits  to' 
the  operating-revenue  accounts  shall  be 
based  upon  the  actual  amount  charge¬ 
able  for  services  rendered  by  the  car¬ 
rier.  (Such  credits  shall  normally  be 
made  in  the  month  in  which  the  serv¬ 
ices  are  rendered.  The  provisions  of 
§  35.03-15,  ‘Unusual  items,’  are,  however, 
applicable  in  appropriate  instances  and 
when  charges  for  services  rendered  are 
made  which  are  relatively  so  large  and 
which  experience  indicates  will  recur  in 
such  large  amounts  so  infrequently  that 
their  inclusion  in  a  revenue  account  for 
a  single  month,  or  for  the  current  and 
remaining  months  of  the  calendar  year, 
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would  seriously  distort  that  account  and 
impair  the  usefulness  of  the  accounts, 
the  carrier  shall  notify  the  Commission 
and  request  authority  to  distribute  the 
amount  to  a  revenue  account  over  such 
period  extending  beyond  the  end  of  the 
current  calendar  year  as  Is  considered 
appropriate  in  the  light  of  all  the  circum¬ 
stances.)”  Notes  A  and  B  to  §  35.31-2 
would  be  retained  without  change. 

7.  Since  Parts  34  and  35  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  Uniform  System  of  Ac¬ 
counts  for  Radiotelegraph  Carriers  and 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts  for  Wire- 
telegraph  and  Ocean-cable  Carriers,  re¬ 
spectively,  generally  run  parallel  to  each 
other  and  thought  is  being  given  to  their 
eventual  consolidation,  it  is  proposed 
that  §34.41-5  (a)  (11)  be  deleted.  It 
is  also  proposed  to  add  to  the  text  of 
§  34.31-2  (a)  the  substance  of  the  new 


material  proposed  in  paragraph  6  to  be 
added  to  §  35.31-2  (a). 

8.  This  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  is  issued  under  authority  of  sections 
4  (i)  and  220  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

9.  Any  interested  party  who  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  proposed  amendments 
should  not  be  adopted,  or  should  not  be 
adopted  in  the  form  proposed  herein, 
may  file  with  the  Commission  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  20.  1958,  a  statement  or 
brief  setting  forth  his  comments.  Com¬ 
ments  in  support  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  may  also  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
same  date.  Comments  or  briefs  in  reply 
to  the  original  comments  or  briefs  may 
be  filed  within  20  days  of  the  last  day  for 
filing  said  original  comments  or  briefs. 
No  additional  comments  may  be  filed 
unless  (1)  specifically  requested  by  the 
Commission,  or  (2)  good  cause  for  filing 


such  additional  comments  is  established. 
The  Commission  will  consider  all  such 
comments  that  are  presented  before  tak¬ 
ing  action  in  the  matter  and,  if  any  com¬ 
ments  are  submitted  which  appear  to 
warrant  the  holding  of  oral  argument, 
notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  such  oral 
argument  will  be  given. 

10.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.764  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  fourteen 
copies  of  all  statements  or  briefs  filed 
shall  be  furnished  to  the  Commission. 

-  Adopted:  December  11,  1957. 
Released:  December  16,  1957. 

Federal  CoiofUNicATiONS 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10486;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


NOTICES 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  11880,  11881;  PCC  57M-1257] 

Birney  Imes,  Jr.  (WMOX)  and 
Mississippi  Broadcasting  Co. 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  applications  of  Birney  Imes,  Jr. 
(WMOX),  Meridian,  Mississippi,  Docket 
No.  11880,  File  No.  BP-10163;  Mississippi 
Broadcasting  Company,  Carthage,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Docket  No.  11881,  Pile  No.  BP- 
10637;  for  construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  joint  petition  filed  De¬ 
cember  11, 1957,  on  behalf  of  both  of  the 
above-entitled  applicants  requesting  that 
a  further  pre-hearing  conference  be 
scheduled  for  January  8,  1958,  and  that 
the  evidentiary  hearing  presently  sched¬ 
uled  for  January  6,  1958,  be  continued 
until  January  14,  1958;  and 

It  appearing  that  the  reason  for  the 
requested  continuance  is  the  fact  that 
commitments  of  counsel  make  it  imprac¬ 
ticable  to  meet  the  presently  adopted 
schedule;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  counsel  for 
the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau  has  con¬ 
sented  to  the  request  made  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  and  to  waive  the  four-day  rule  to 
permit  immediate  action  thereon,  and 
that  good  cause  for  the  requested  con¬ 
tinuance  has  been  shown ; 

‘  It  is  ordered,  This  the  12th  day  of 
December  1957,  that  the  joint  petition  is 
granted  and  a  further  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ference  will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  Jan¬ 
uary  8, 1958,  and  the  evidentiary  hearing 
now  scheduled  to  begin  on  January  6, 
1958,  is  continued  to  January  14,  1958. 

Released:  December  16,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-10487;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.J 


[Docket  Nos.  12223,  12224;  PCC  67M-12521 

Armin  H.  Wittenberg,  Jr.,  and  Pasadena 

•  Presbyterian  Church 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  applications  of  Armin  H.  Witten¬ 
berg,  Jr.,  Los  Angeles,  California,  Docket 
No.  12223,  File  No.  BPH-2170;  Pasadena 
Presbyterian  Church,  Pasadena,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Docket  No.  12224,  Pile  No.  BPH- 
2179 ;  for  Construction  Permits  (FM  Fa¬ 
cilities,  Channel  294). 

The  Hearing  Examiner  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  petition  filed  December  9, 
1957,  by  Pasadena  Presbyterian  Church 
requesting  that  the  pre-hearing  confer¬ 
ence  scheduled  for  December  18,  1957, 
and  the  evidentiary  hearing  now  sched¬ 
uled  to  commence  on  January  2,  1958, 
be  continued  to  dates  to  be  determined. 

The  reasons  for  the  requested  continu¬ 
ance  are  (a)  that  Armin  H.  Wittenberg, 
Jr.  has  filed  a  petition  for  the  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  issues  in  response  to  which 
pleadings  have  been  filed  by  both  Pasa¬ 
dena  Presbyterian  Church  and  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau  and  the  said  matter 
Is  presently  pending  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  and  (b)  that  two  additional  ap¬ 
plications  for  Channel  294  in  the  Los 
Angeles,  California,  metropolitan  area 
have  been  filed,  namely,  by  John  H. 
Poole,  d/b  as  Musical  Isle  Broadcasting 
Company  (BPH-2223),  Newport  Beach, 
California,  and  by  Radio  Beverly  Hills 
(BPH-2295),  Beverly  Hills,  California, 
both  of  which  are  mutually  exclusive 
with  the  applications  presently  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing. 

Under  §§  1.724  (b)  and  1.387  (b),  the 
two  new  applications  for  Channel  294 
in  the  Los  Angeles  metropolitan  area 
will  be  designated  for  hearing  and  will 
be  heard  in  a  consolidated  proceeding 
with  the  applications  presently  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing.  Until  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  specified  the  issues  which  are 
presented  by  the  two  new  applications 
and  has  acted  on  the  presently  pending 
petition  to  enlarge  the  issues,  a  pre¬ 


hearing  conference  with  the  parties  now 
in  the  presently  pending  proceeding 
would  not  be  productive.  It  thus  appears 
that  the  orderly  conduct  of  Commission 
business  does  not  warrant  holding  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  at  this  time. 

In  view  of  the  facts  stated  above,  good 
cause  for  the  requested  continuance  of 
the  dates  of  the  pre-hearing  conference 
and  of  the  start  of  the  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  shown.  The  Hearing 
Examiner  has  been  advised  informally 
that  there  are  no  objections  to  the 
granting  of  the  requested  continuance 
or  for  immediate  consideration  of  the 
petition. 

It  is  ordered.  This  the  12th  day  of  De¬ 
cember  1957,  that  the  petition  of  Pasa¬ 
dena  Presbyterian  Church  for  con¬ 
tinuance  of  the  dates  of  the  pre-hearing 
conference  and  the  evidentiary  hearing 
is  granted  and  the  date  for  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  now  scheduled  for 
December  18,  1957,  and  the  date  for  the 
commencement  of  the  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing  now  scheduled  to  begin  on  January 
2,  1958,  are  continued  to  dates  to  be  an¬ 
nounced  later. 

Released:  December  13,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10488;  Filed.  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12220;  PCC  57-1344] 
Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations 
revised  tentative  allocation  plan 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  11th  day  of 
December  1957; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  the  Re¬ 
vised  Tentative  Allocation  Plan  for  Class 
B  FM  Broadcast  Stations,  and 
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It  appearing  that  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (FCC  57-1145)  setting  forth 
the  abo^e  proposal  was  issued  by  the 
Commission  on  October  21, 1957  and  was 
duly  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(22  F.  R.  8403),  which  notice  provided 
that  interested  parties  might  file  state¬ 
ments  or  briefs  with  respect  to  the  said 
proposal  on  or  before  November  29,  1957; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  no  comments 
were  received  either  favoring  or  oppos¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendment;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  adoption 
of  the  proposed  amendment  would  facili¬ 
tate  action  on  an  application  (File  No. 
BPH-2282)  for  a  new  FM  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  in  Tacoma,  Washington,  to  operate 
on  Channel  280 ;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  authority 
for  the  adoption  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  is  contained  in  sections  4  (i) ,  301, 
303  (c),  (d),  (f),  and  (r),  and  307  (b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended; 

It  is  ordered.  That  effective  December 
11,  1957,  the  Revised  Tentative  Alloca¬ 
tion  Plan  for  Class  B  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  is  amended  as  follows  in  respect 
to  the  following  listed  cities: 


General  area 

Channels 

Delete 

Add 

Tacoma,  Wash _ _ 

227 

2S4 

2S4 

289 

Released:  December  16,  1957. 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

• 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10489;  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.j 


(Docket  No.  12225;  FCC  57-1345] 

Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations 

REVISED  tentative  ALLOCATION  PLAN 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  11th  day  of 
December  1957; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  proposal  to  amend  the  Revised 
Tentative  Allocation  Plan  for  Class  B 
FM  Broadcast  Stations,  and 

It  appearing  that  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (FCC  57-1159)  setting 
forth  the  above  proposal  was  issued  by 
the  Commission  on  October  24,  1957  and 
was  duly  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (22  F.  R.  8547),  which  notice  pro¬ 
vided  that  interested  parties  might  file 
statements  or  briefs  with  respect  to  the 
said  proposal  on  or  before  November  25, 
1957;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  only  one 
comment  was  filed  in  this  matter,  this 
being  filed  by  the  Seaside  Electronic  As¬ 
sociates,  permittee  of  Station  KTEE 
(AM),  Carmel,  California,  opposing  de¬ 
letion  of  Channel  233  due  to  the  fact  that 
an  application  for  a  new  FM  broadcast 


station  specifying  Channel  233  has  al« 
reddy  been  prepared;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  five  chan¬ 
nels  will  still  remain  available  for  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  Salinas  area  and  selection 
of  any  one  of  these  channels  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  new  station  by  the  Seaside  Elec¬ 
tronic  Associates  should  present  no  prob¬ 
lems  and  should  not  require  changes  in 
the  engineering  data  already  prepared, 
but  merely  require  insertion  of  a  differ¬ 
ent  channel  number  in  place  of  Chan¬ 
nel  233;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  authority 
for  the  adoption  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  is  contained  in  sections  4  (i),  301, 
303  (c),  (d),  (f),  and  (r),  and  307  (b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended; 

It  is  ordered,  That  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  11,  1957,  the  Revised  Tentative  Allo¬ 
cation  Plan  for  Class  B  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  is  amended  as  follows  in  respect 
to  Salinas,  California: 


General  area 

Channels 

Delete 

Add 

Salinaa,  Calif  -----  -  . 

233 

262 

Released:  December  16, 1957. 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10490;  Filed.  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12237,  12238;  FCC  57M-1250] 

Oklahoma  Telecasting  Corp.  and  Su¬ 
preme  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 

ORDER  AFTER  FIRST  PREHEARING  CONFERENCE 
(CONTINUING  HEARING) 

In  re  applications  of  Oklahoma  Tele¬ 
casting  Corporation,  New  Orleans,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Docket  No.  12237,  File  No.  BPCT- 
2330;  for  construction  permit  for  a  new 
television  broadcast  station  (Channel 
12) ;  Supreme  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  Docket  No. 
12238,  File  No.  BMPCT-4679;  for  modi¬ 
fication  of  construction  permit  (from 
Channel  20  to  Channel  12). 

1.  Pursuant  to  an  order  released  on 
November  18,  1957,  a  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  was  convened  on  this  date  at  w'hich 
the  two  named  applicants  and -the  Chief 
of  the  Broadcast  Bureau  were  repre¬ 
sented  by  counsel.  The  matters  deter¬ 
mined  upon  are  herein  stated. 

2.  This  proceeding  involves  the  use  of 
VHF  Channel  12  at  New  Orleans,  Lou¬ 
isiana.  After  release  of  the  prehearing 
conference  order  above  referred  to  an¬ 
other  application  for  use  of  the  channel 
at  New  Orleans  was  filed.  It  was  agreed 
by  counsel  for  all  named  parties  that  the 
prehearing  conference  and  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  hearing  should  be 
postponed  to  await  action  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  the  recently  filed  application. 
In  order  to  avoid  unnecessary  delay  in 
the  resumption  of  proceedings  herein, 
the  Hearing  Examiner  upon  his  own  mo¬ 
tion  will  issue  a  subsequent  reconvening 


order  promptly  after  the  Commission 
acts  dispositively  on  the  third  pending 
application. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  12th 
day  of  December  1957,  that  the  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  this  day  convened  and  the 
hearing  now  scheduled  to  be  commenced 
on  January  6,  1958,  are  continued  to  a 
date  to  be  fixed  by  subsequent  order. 

Released:  December  13,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10491;  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12239,  12240;  FCC  57M-12551 

Fargo  Telecasting  Co.  and  North 
Dakota  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 

ORDER  governing  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  Marvin  Kratter, 
d/b  as  Fargo  Telecasting  Company, 
Fargo,  North  Dakota,  Docket  No.  12239, 
File  No.  BPCT-2261;  North  Dakota 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  Fargo, 
North  Dakota,  Docket  No.  12240,  File 
No.  BPCT-2357 ;  for  construction  permits 
for  new  television  broadcast  stations 
(Channel  11). 

Appearances.  D.  F.  Prince  and  Robert 
M.  Booth,  Jr.,  on  behalf  of  North  Dakota 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.;  and  Rich¬ 
ard  E.  Ely,  on  behalf  of  the  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §§  1.813 
and  1.841  and  in  accordance  with  notice 
given,  a  prehearing  conference  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  was  held  on 
December  12,  1957,  at  11  a.  m.  At  such 
conference  it  was  announced  that  Mar¬ 
vin  Kratter,  d/b  as  Fargo  Telecasting 
Company,  will  shortly  file  a  petition  to 
dismiss  his  application. 

The  agreements  between  the  parties, 
as  set  forth  in  the  transcript  of  the  pre- 
hearing  conference,  are  formally  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Hearing  Examiner;  and 
the  course  of  the  hearing  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  procedure  agreed  upon. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  12th 
day  of  December  1957,  that  drafts  of  the 
exhibits  of  North  Dakota  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.  will  be  informally  fur¬ 
nished  to  counsel  for  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau  on  or  before  January  15,  1958;  that 
the  exhibits  to  be  offered  in  evidence  in 
support  of  the  affirmative  case  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  furnished  to  counsel  for 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  on  or  before  Jan¬ 
uary  22,  1958;  and  that  the  Broadcast 
Bureau  will,  on  or  before  January  23, 
1958,  advise  the  witnesses,  if  any,  w'ho 
are  desired  for  cross-examination. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  hear¬ 
ing  be  and  it  is  continued  from  January 
6,  1958  to  January  27,  1958,  at  10  a.  m., 
in  Washington,  D.  C. 

Released;  December  16,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10492;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:56  a.  m.] 
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[Docket  Nos.  12248,  12249;  PCC  67M-12511 

St.  Anthony  Television  Corp.  and 
WTVJ,  Inc. 

order  coNTimnNC  hearing  conference 

In  re  applications  of  St.  Anthony  Tele¬ 
vision  Corporation,  Houma,  Louisiana, 
Docket  No.  12248,  Pile  No.  BPCT-2328; 
WJVJ,  Inc.,  Houma,  Louisiana,  Docket 
No.  12249,  File  No.  BPCT-2354;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  a  new  television 
broadcast  station  (Channel  11). 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  pleading  filed  December 
11,  1957,  by  WTVJ,  Inc.  requesting  that 
the  date  of  the  pre-hearing  conference 
presently  scheduled  for  December  13, 
1957,  be  continued  to  December  18,  1957; 
and 

It  appearing  that  the  reason  for  the 
requested  continuance  is  occasioned  by 
the  fact  that  the  presently  scheduled 
date  for  the  pre-hearing  conference 
conflicts  with  other  commitments  of  the 
parties ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  all  parties  to 
the  proceeding  have  consented  to  the  re¬ 
quested  change  of  date  and  for  immedi¬ 
ate  consideration  of  the  request,  and 
good  cause  for  the  postponement  having 
been  shown; 

It  is  ordered.  This  the  12th  day  of  De¬ 
cember  1957,  that  the  request  for  t^ie 
change  of  the  date  of  the  pre-hearing 
conference  is  granted  and  the  pre-hear¬ 
ing  conference  now  scheduled  to  begin 
on  December  13,  1957,  is  continued  to 
Wednesday,  December  18,  1957,  begin¬ 
ning  at  10:00  a.  m.,  in  the  offices  of  the 
.  Commission,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Released:  December  13,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Mart  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  67-l(M93;  Piled.  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12250;  FCC  57M-12581 

Sacramento  Telecasters,  Inc. 

'  (KBET-TV) 

statement  and  order  after  prehearing 
conference  (CONTINXnNG  hearing) 

In  re  application  of  Sacramento  Tele¬ 
casters,  Inc.  (KBET-TV),  Sacramento, 
California,  Docket  No.  12250,  Pile  No. 
BMPC^-2633;  for  modification  of  con¬ 
struction  permit. 

1.  A  prehearing  conference  was  held 
on  December  13,  1957.  The  transcript, 
when  available,  will  be  incorporated  by 
reference. 

2.  Action  on  certain  pleadings:  (a) 
Motion  to  Strike  appearance,  filed  by 
Sacramento  Telecasters,  Inc.  on  No¬ 
vember  29,  1957;  and  (b)  Motion  to  Cor¬ 
rect  Hearing  Calendar  Notice,  etc.,  filed 
by  McClatchy  Newspapers,  on  December 
4,  1957 ;  and  related  pleadings,  is  held  in 
abeyance  pending  filing  of  a  pleading 
before  the  Commission  by  McClatchy. 

3.  Without  objection,  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  evidentiary  hearing,  which 
had  been  scheduled  for  January  13, 1958, 
is  continued  to  January  16,  1958,  at  10 


a.  m.,  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission, 
Washington.  D.  C.  • 

So  ordered,  this  13th  day  of  December 
1957. 

Released:  December  16, 1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10494;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12264-12266;  FCC  57-1341] 

Hirsch  Broadcasting  Co.  (KFVS)  et  al. 

ORDER  designating  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Hirsch  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  (KFVS) ,  Cape  Girardeau, 
Missouri,  Docket  No.  12264,  File  No.  BP- 
11001;  Stephen  P.  Bellinger,  Joel  W. 
Townsend,  Ben  H.  Townsend,  Morris  E. 
Kemper  and  T.  Keith  Coleman  d/b  as 
Wabash  Valley  Broadcasters,  Vincennes, 
Indiana,  Docket  No.  12265,  File  No.  BP- 
11193;  W.  H.  Pirmin,  J.  H.  Firmin  and 
Bernard  Lurie  d/b  as  The  Pirmin  Com¬ 
pany,  Vincennes,  Indiana,  Docket  No. 
12266,  Pile  No.  BP-11621;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  11th  day  of 
December  1957 ; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  application 
of  the  Hirsch  Broadcasting  Company  for 
a  construction  permit  to  increase  the 
daytime  power  of  Station  KFVS,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Missouri,  from  1  kilowatt  to 
5  kilowatts  and  to  continue  operation  on 
the  presently  assigned  frequency  of  960 
kilocycles  with  a  power  of  500  watts  and 
with  directional  antenna  at  night,  un¬ 
limited  time;  and  the  applications  of 
Stephen  P.  Bellinger,  Joel  W.  Townsend, 
Ben  H.  Townsend,  Morris  E.  Kemper  and 
T.  Keith  Coleman  d/b  as  Wabash  Val¬ 
ley  Broadcasters  and  of  W.  H.  Firmin, 
J.  H.  Pirmin  and  Bernard  Lurie  d/b  as 
The  Pirmin  Company,  each  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  a  new  standard 
broadcast  station  to  operate  on  960  kilo¬ 
cycles  with  a  power  of  500  watts,  direc¬ 
tional  antenna,  daytime  only,  at  Vin¬ 
cennes.  Indiana ; 

It  appearing  that,  except  as  may  ap¬ 
pear  from  the  issues  specified  below,  all 
the  applicants  are  legally,  technically, 
financially  and  otherwise  qualified  to 
operate  their  proposed  stations  but  that 
the  operation  of  all  three  proposals  would 
result  in  mutually  destructive  interfer¬ 
ence;  that  the  proposed  operations  of 
Wabash  Valley  Broadcasters  and  The 
Pirmin  Company  would  cause  objection¬ 
able  interference  to  Station  WXLW,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Indiana  (950  kc,  5  kw,  DA, 
Day) ;  •  that  the  proposed  operation  of 
The  Pirmin  Company  would  cause  objec¬ 
tionable  interference  to  Station  WAVE, 
Louisville,  Kentucky  (970  kc,  5  kw,  DA-1, 
U) ;  that  the  proposed  operations  of  Wa¬ 
bash  Valley  Broadcasters  and  The  Fir¬ 
min  Company  would  not  be  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  Commission’s 


rules  due  to  the  excessive  population  loss 
which  would  result  from  interference  re¬ 
ceived  from  existing  stations  and  Wabash 
Valley  Broadcasters  have  requested  a  ^ 
waiver  of  §  3.28  (c) ;  that  the  proposed 
operation  of  Wabash  Valley  Broadcasters 
would  not  be  in  compliance  with  §  3.188  * 
(b)  (1)  in  that  the  operation  from  the 
site  proposed  would  not  provide  a  mini¬ 
mum  field  intensity  of  25  mv/m  over  the 
business  and  factory  areas  of  the  city  and 
Wabash  Valley  Broadcasters  have  re¬ 
quested  a  waiver  of  §  3.188  (b)  (1) ;  and 
that  a  grant  of  the  applications  of  the 
Hirsch  Broadcasting  Company  and  Wa¬ 
bash  Valley  'Broadcasters  might  be  in 
contravention  of  §  3.35  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  on  multiple  ownership  be¬ 
cause  the  stockholders  of  the  Hirsch 
Broadcasting  Company  and  persons  re¬ 
lated  to  them  and  the  partners  of  the 
Wabash  Valley  Broadcasters  have  inter¬ 
ests  in  other  standard  broadcast  stations 
in  the  general  areas  in  which  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  locate  their  respective  opera¬ 
tions  ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject 
applicants  were  advised  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  deficiencies  and  that  the 
Commission  was  unable  to  conclude  that 
a  grant  of  any  of  the  applications  would 
be  in  the  public  interest ;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  a  timely  re¬ 
ply  to  the  Commission’s  letter  was  filed 
by  each  of  the  applicants;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  by  amend¬ 
ment  filed  October  7,  1957,  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  The  Firmin  Company  was 
amended  to  add  a  third  partner  to  the 
firm  which  formerly  consisted  of  two 
partners  and  that  a  new  file  number  was 
assigned  to  that  application;  and 
It  further  appearing  tha^  by  letters 
dated  March  19,  May  20,, and  July  10, 
1957,  the  licensee  of  Station  WXLW  has 
requested  to  be  made  a  party  to  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  applications  of  Wabash  Valley 
Broadcasters  and  The  Pirmin  Company; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  by  letter 
dated  September  17, 1957,  the  licensee  of 
Station  WAVE  requested  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  The  Pirmin  Company  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  above,  is 
of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is  neces¬ 
sary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applications 
are  designated  for  hearing  in  a  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to 
be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  operation 
of  Station  KFVS  as  proposed  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice  from  the  proposed  operations  of 
Wabash  Valley  Broadcasters  and  The 
Firmin  Company  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 
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3.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  of  Wabash  Valley  Broadcasters  1 
would  cause  objectionable  interference  i 
to  Station  WXLW,  Indianapolis,  Indiana, 

or  any  other  existing  standard  broadcast  < 
stations,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent  i 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations  af-  ] 
fected  thereby  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and  ' 
populations. 

4.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  of  The  Firmin  Company  would 
cause  objectionable  interference  to  Sta¬ 
tions  WXLW,  Indianapolis,  Indiana,  and 
WAVE,  Louisville,  Kentucky,  or  any 
other  standard  broadcast  stations,  and, 
if  so,  the  nature  and  extent  thereof,  the 
areas  and  populations  affected  thereby 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

5.  To  determine  whether,  because  of 
the  interference  received,  the  proposed 
operations  of  Wabash  Valley  Broad¬ 
casters  or  The  Firmin  Company  would 
comply  with  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules;  and  if  compliance  with 
§3.28  (c)  is  not  achieved,  whether  cir¬ 
cumstances  exist  which  would  warrant  a 
waiver  of  said  section  of  the  rules. 

6.  To  determine  whether  the  trans¬ 
mitter  location  proposed  by  Wabash  Val¬ 
ley  Broadcasters  is  satisfactory  in 
accordance  with  §  3.188  (b)  (1)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules;  and  if  the  site  pro¬ 
posed  is  not  satisfactory,  whether  cir¬ 
cumstances  exist  which  would  warrant 
a  waiver  of  §  3.188  (b)  (1)  of  the  rules. 

7.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  application  of  the  Hirsch  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  would  be  in  contravention 
of  the  provisions  of  §  3.35  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

8.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  application  of  Wabash  Valley  Broad¬ 
casters  would  be  in  contravention  of  the 
provisions  of  §  3.35  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

9.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Comftiunications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  whether  a  grant  of 
the  application  of  the  Hirsch  Broadcast- 
ihg  Company  to  increase  the  daytime 
power  of  Station  KFVS,  Cape  Girardeau, 
Missouri,  or  a  grant  of  either  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  Wabash  Valley  Broadcasters  or 
the  application  of  The  Firmin  Company 
for  new  standard  broadcast  stations  at 
Vincennes,  Indiana,  would  better  provide 
a  fair,  efficient  and  equitable  distribution 
of  radio  service. 

10.  To  determine,  in  the  event  it  is 
found  that  there  exists  a  greater  need  for 
either  the  facility  proposed  by  Wabash 
Valley  Broadcasters  or  the  facility  pro¬ 
posed  by  The  Firmin  Company,  which 
of  these  proposals  would  better  serve  the 
public  interest  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  under  the  foregoing 
issues  and  the  record  made  with  respect 
to  the  significant  differences  between  the 
two  applicants  as  to: 

a.  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  of  said  two  applicants  to  own  and 
operate  the  proposed  station. 

b.  The  proposal  of  each  of  said  two  ap¬ 
plicants  with  respect  to  the  management 
and  operation  of  the  proposed  station. 
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c.  The  programming  service  proposed 
in  the  application  of  each  of  said  two 
applicants. 

11.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  thq 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which,  if  any,  of  the  ap¬ 
plications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  WAVE,  In¬ 
corporated,  and  Radio  Indianapolis,  Inc., 
licensees  of  Station  WAVE  and  WXLW, 
respectively,  are  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  parties  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.387  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by 
an  attorney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in 
this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  may  be 
enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by 
a  party  to  the  proceeding  and  upon  suf¬ 
ficient  allegation  of  facts  in  support 
thereof,  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue :  To  determine  whether  funds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  applicant  will  give  reasonable 
assurance  that  the  proposals  set  forth  in 
the  application  will  be  effectuated. 

Released:  December  16,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10495;  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1957; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12267;  PCC  57-13421 
Liberty  Broadcasting  Co. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATION  FOR 
HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 


In  re  application  of  J.  A.  Robinson,  IV, 
and  Elmer  J.  GriflBn,  Sr.,  d/b  as  Lib¬ 
erty  Broadcasting  Company,  Liberty, 
Texas,  Docket  No.  12267,  File  No.  BP- 
9745  ;  for  construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  11th  day  of 
December  1957; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  application 
of  the  Liberty  Broadcasting  Company 
for  a  construction  permit  for  a  new 
standard  broadcast  station  at  Liberty, 
Texas,  to  operate  on  1050  kilocycles  with 
a  power  of  250  watts,  directional  an¬ 
tenna,  daytime  only;  and 

It  appearing  that  the  applicant  is  le¬ 
gally,  technically,  financially,  and  other¬ 
wise  qualified,  except  as  may  be  indicated 
from  the  issues  specified  below,  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  its  proposed  station, 
but  that  the  station  as  proposed  would 
cause  objectionable  interference  to  Sta¬ 
tion  KATR,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas,  and 
would  not  provide  adequate  coverage  of 
the  business  district  of  the  city  sought  to 
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be  served,  as  required  by  §  3.188  (b)  of 
the  Commission  rules;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  Instant  ap¬ 
plicant  was  advised  by  letter  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1957  of  the  aforementioned 
deficiencies  and  that  the  Commission 
was  unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of 
this  application  would  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  a  timely 
reply  to  said  letter  was  filed  by  the  appli¬ 
cant;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  a  letter 
dated  February  28,  1957,  Broadcasters, 
Incorporated,  licensee  of  Station  KATR, 
requested  that  this  application  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  because  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  interference  to  Station 
KATR;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  after  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  on  this 
application  is  necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  application 
is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice  from  the  instant  proposal,  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations.- 

2.  To  determine  whether  thejnstant 
proposal  would  involve  objectionable  in¬ 
terference  with  Station  KATR,  Corpus 
Christi,  Texas,  or  any  other  existing 
standard  broadcast  station  and,  if  so.  the 
nature  and  extent  thereof,  the  areas  and 
populations  affected  thereby,  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  would  provide  adequate  cover¬ 
age  of  the  business  district  of  Liberty, 
Texas,  as  required  by  §  3.188  (b)  of  the 
Commission  rules. 

4.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  instant 
proposal  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience,  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Broad¬ 
casters,  Incorporated,  licensee  of  Station 
KATR,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas,  is  made  a 
party  to  the  proceeding;  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.387  of 
the  Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by 
an  attorney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  triplicate,  written  appearances 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
order. 


Released: 


[seal] 


December  16,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10496;  Plied,  Dec.  18.  1957; 
8:56  a.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

(T.  D.  546031 

Performance  of  Customs  Functions  in  * 
Certain  Collection  Districts 

RECISION  OF  DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

December  13,  1957. 

Treasury  Decision  54484,  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  19,  1957  (22  F.  R.  9301),  dealt  with 
delegations  of  authority  and  the  per¬ 
formance  of  customs  functions  in  Cus¬ 
toms  Collection  Districts  which  would 
have  been  rearranged,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1957,  by  Treasury  Department 
Order  No.  165-7  (T.  D.  54483;  22  F.  R. 
9300) . 

As  Treasury  Department  Order  No. 
165-7  has  been  rescinded  by  Treasury 
Department  Order  No.  165-8  (T.  D. 
54498;  22  F.  R.  9894),  Treasury  Decision 
54484  is  hereby  rescinded. 

[seal!  D.  B.  Strubinger, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  5’7-10478;  Filed.  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Alaska 

partial  revocation  of  air  navigation  site 

WITHDRAWAL  NO.  145 

December  10, 1957. 

1.  By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  section  4  of  the  act  of  May  24,  1928 
(45  Stat.  729 ;  49  U.  S.  C.  214)  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  2.5  of  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Delegation  of  Authority, 
Order  No.  541  of  April  21,  1954  (19  F.  R. 
2473),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

Air  Navigation  Site  Withdrawal  No. 
145  created  by  Departmental  Order  of 
May  4, 1942  covering  certain  public  lands 
in  the  vicinity  of  McGrath,  Alaska,  is 
hereby  revoked  as  to  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands: 

McGrath  Area 

Beginning  at  Corner  No.  13,  U.  S.  Survey 
No.  2646:  Thence — West,  232.98  feet  to  Corner 
No.  12  of  said  survey;  N.  33*00'  W., -1,576.08 
feet  to  Corner  No.  11; 

East,  495.16  feet  along  boundary  of  Air 
Navigation  Site  Withdrawal  No.  145,  as 
amended,  to  a  point  on  the  left  bank  of  the 
Kuskokwlm  River; 

Southeasterly  approximately  1,440  feet  up¬ 
stream  along  the  left  bank  of  the  Kuskokwlm 
River  to  Corner  No.  13,  U.  S.  Survey  No.  2646 
and  the  Point  of  Beginning,  being  a  parcel 
situated  within  U.  S.  Survey  No.  3140,  Tract 
A. 

Containing  approximately  17.47  acres. 

2.  This  revocation  is  made  in  further¬ 
ance  of  a  Federal  land  program  in  aid 
of  which  the  lands  will  be  disposed  of 
as  a  townsite  under  section  11  of  the 
act  of  March  3,  1891  (26  Stat.  1099;  48 
U.  S.  C.  355)  and  the  act  of  May  25, 
1926  (44  Stat.  629;  48  U.  S.  C.  355a)  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  February  26,  1948 
(62  Stat.  35;  48  U.  S.  C.  355e).  Patent 


,  NOTICES 

No.  1148427  dated  December  9, 1954,  was 
Issued  to  this  and  other  adjacent  land. 
This  restoration  is,  therefore,  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  preferred  right  of  selection  by 
the  Territory  of  Alaska  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  202  (b)  of 
the  act  of  July  28,  1956  (79  Stat.  709; 
711);  nor  to  the  preference  rights 
granted  to  veterans  of  World  War  II 
and  others  by  the  act  of  September  27, 
1944  (58  Stat.  747;  43  U.  S.  C.  279-284) 
as  amended. 

George  E.  M.  Gustafson, 
Acting  Operations  Supervisor, 
Anchorage. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10444;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  9073] 

Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.- 

NOTICE  OF  PREHEARING  CONFERENCE 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  for  an 
amendment  of  its  certificate  to  remove 
a  restriction  so  as  to  permit  the  carrier 
to  provide  one-plane  service  between 
Colorado  Springs,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Chicago  and  Los  Angeles,  on  the  other. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  that  a  prehearing  conference  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  is  assigned  to 
be  held  on  December  20,  1957,  at  10:00 
a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  Room  4827,  Commerce 
Building,  14th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Curtis  C.  Henderson. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  December 
13, 1957. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10498;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:57  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  9053] 

Linea  Expresa  Bolivar  Compania 
Anonima 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  the  denial  of  further 
foreign  civil  aircraft  flight  permits  to 
Linea  Expresa  Bolivar  Compania  An¬ 
onima  pursuant  to  section  6  (b)  of  the 
Air  Commerce  Act  of  1926,  as  amended. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  that  a  hearing  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  proceeding  is  assigned  to  be  held 
on  January  15, 1958,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
in  Room  2051,  Temporary  Building  No.  5, 
16th  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 
William  F.  Cusick. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  Decem¬ 
ber  13, 1957. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner, 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10499;  Piled,  Dec.  18.  1957; 
8:57  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-13846] 

Seaboard  Oil  Co. 

order  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
proposed  change  in  rate 

December  13, 1957. 

Seaboard  Oil  Company  (Seaboard), on 
November  13,  1957,  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  change  in  its  presently  effec¬ 
tive  rate  schedule  for  the  sale  of  natural 
gas,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission.  The  proposed  change,, 
which  constitutes  an  increased  rate  and 
charge,  is  contained  in  the  following 
designated  filing; 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  undated. 

Purchaser:  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corijoration. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  11  to  Seaboard’s  FPO  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  26. 

Effective  date:  December  14,  1957  (effec¬ 
tive  date  Is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of 
the  required  thirty  days’  notice). 

In  support  of  the  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Seaboard  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  was  contemplated  by  the 
parties  at  the  time  the  contract  was  ne¬ 
gotiated  and  represents  as  much  a  part 
of  the  agreed  rate  as  does  the  rate  paid 
during  preceding  portions  of  the  con¬ 
tract  term. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and 
to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the 
Comuiission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  said  pro¬ 
posed  change,  and  that  Supplement  No. 
11  to  Seaboard’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  26  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge  contained  in  Supplement  No.  11 
to  Seaboard’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  26. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplement  be  and  it 
is  hereby  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  until  May  14,  1958,  and  until 
such  further  time  as  it  is  made  effective 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
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Thursday,  December  19,  1957 

(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ) . 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutrtoe., 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  67-10474;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-13847] 

Shell  Oil  Co. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  RATES 

December  13,  1957. 

Shell  Oil  Company  (Shell),  on  No¬ 
vember  13,  1957,  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  change  in  its  presently  effective 
rate  schedule  for  the  sale  of  natural  gas, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  proposed  change,  which 
constitutes  an  increased  rate  and  charge. 

Is  contained  in  the  following  designated 
filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  No¬ 
vember  8,  1957. 

Purchaser:  Lone  Star  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Shell’s  PPG  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  99. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1957  (effective 
date  is  the  effective  date  proposed  by  Shell). 

In  support  of  the  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Shell  states  that  the  increase 
results  from  the  operation  of  a  fixed 
escalation  clause,  which  type  of  clause 
has  not  been  found  to  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest,  and  that  the  proposed  in¬ 
crease  is  the  first  increase  since  initial 
deliveries  started  over  four  years  ago, 
during  which  time  Shell’s  costs  generally 
have  increased  and  market  prices  for 
sales  of  similar  gas  in  the  vicinity  have 
increased. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other- 
.wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  Supplement  No.  1  to 
Shell’s  PFC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  99  be 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  sections  4  and  15  thereof, 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  Ch.  I),  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  be  held  upon  a  date  to  be 
fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
increased  rate  and  charge  contained  in 
Supplement  No.  1  to  Shell’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  99. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  said  supplement  be  and 
it  is  hereby  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  until  June  1,  1958,  and  until 
such  further  time  as  it  is  made  effective 
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in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f ) ) . 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10475;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13849] 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  of  Houston 

ET  AL. 

order  for  hearing  and  suspending 

PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  RATE 

December  13, 1957. 

The  National  Bank  of  Commerce  of 
Houston,  Trustee,  et  al.  (Bank),  on  No¬ 
vember  14,  1957,  tendered  for  filing,  a 
proposed  change  in  its  presently  effec¬ 
tive  rate  schedule  for  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission.  The  proposed  change, 
which  constitutes  an  increased  rate  and 
charge,  is  contained  in  the  following 
designated  filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  undated. 

Purchaser:  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  8  to  Bank’s  FPC  Gas  Rate.  Schedule 
No.  1. 

Effective  date:  December  15,  1957  (effec¬ 
tive  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of 
the  required  thirty  days’  notice). 

In  support  of  the  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Bank  submits  a  copy  of  a  letter 
from  the  buyer  in  notification  that  the 
buyer  had  entered  into  a  contract  for 
the  purchase  of  gas  at  14.4  cents  per 
Mcf  within  the  favored-nation  area  as 
described  in  the  contract  and  offering  to 
pay  the  same  rate  for  Producer’s  gas. 
Bank  further  states  that  the  contract 
was  the  result  of  good  faith  arm’s  length 
bargaining  under  competitive  conditions, 
that  the  producer  would  not  have  entered 
into  a  long  term  contract  if  the  contract 
had  not  provided  for  it  receiving  prices 
comparable  to  others,  that  the  proposed 
price  is  reasonable  and  in  line  with  other 
area  field  prices  and  that  denial  of  the 
increase  would  be  discriminatory. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above-designated 


supplement  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  'rate  and 
charge, 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplement  be  and 
it  is  hereby  suspended  and  the  use  there¬ 
of  deferred  until  May  15,  1958,  and  until 
such  further  time  as  it  is  made  effective 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ). 

By  the  Commission. 

[  SEAL  ]  J  osEPH  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10477;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13897] 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corp. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGES  IN  RATES 

December  13, 1957. 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corporation 
(Amerada),  on  November  15,  1957,  and 
November  18,  1957,  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  presently  effec¬ 
tive  rate  schedules  for  sales  of  natural 
gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission.  The  proposed  changes, 
which  constitute  increased  rates  and 
charges,  are  contained  in  the  following 
designated  filings: 

Description: 

(1)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  30, 
1957. 

(2)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  31, 
1957. 

(3)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  2, 
1957. 

(4)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  23, 
1957. 

(5)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  18, 
1957. 

(6)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  22, 
1957. 

(7)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  24, 
1957. 

(8)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  19, 
1957. 

(9)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  21, 
1957. 

(10)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  29, 
1957. 

(11)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  October  14, 
1957. 

(12)  Notice  of  Change,  dated  November  1, 
1957. 
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Purchaser:  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation: 

(1)  Supplement  No.  2  to  Amerada ’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  65. 

(2)  Supplement  No.  7  to  Amerada ’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  66. 

(3)  Supplement  No.  11  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Ra‘:»  Schedule  No.  1. 

(4)  Supplement  No.  12  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

(5)  Supplement  No.  13  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

(6)  Supplement  No.  14  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  l^hedule  No.  1. 

(7) ’  Supplement  No.  15  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

(8)  Supplement  No.  16  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

(9)  Supplement  No.  17  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

(10)  Supplement  No.  18  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

(11)  Supplement  No.  8  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  4. 

(12)  Supplement  No.  2  to  Amerada’s  FPO 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  62. 

Effective  date:  January  1.  1958  (effective 
date  is  the  effective  date  proposed  by 
Amerada). 

Ri  support  of  the  proposed  periodic 
rate  increases,  Amerada  states  that  the 
buyer  agreed  to  pay  the  increase  as  the 
result  of  asm’s-length  bargaining  in  good 
faith. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  so 
proposed  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
justified,  and  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferen¬ 
tial,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed  changes, 
and  that  the  above-designated  supple¬ 
ments  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu- 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
(TFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  Increased  rates  and 
charges. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplements  are  each 
hereby  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  until  June  1,  1958,  and  until 
such  further  time  as  they  are  made  effec¬ 
tive  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  periods  of  suspension 
have  expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions 
may  participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)). 


By  the  Commission,  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  67-10445;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:47  a.  m.l 


[Docket  No.  G-13898] 

W.  L.  Todd,  Jr.,  et  al. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  RATE 

December  13, 1957. 

W.  L.  Todd,  Jr.,  et  al.  (Todd) ,  on  No¬ 
vember  18,  1957,  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  change  in  its  presently  effective 
rate  schedule  for  sales  of  natural  gas 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  proposed  change,  which 
constitutes  an  increased  rate  and  charge, 
is  contained  in  the  following  designated 
filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  No¬ 
vember  15,  1957. 

Purchaser:  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Todd’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1958  (effective 
date  Is  the  date  proposed  by  Todd). 

In  support  of  the  periodic  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Todd  states  that  such  increase  is 
provided  for  in  the  original  contract. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  conceirn- 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplement  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR.  Ch.  I) ,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplement  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  June  1, 1958,  and  until  such  further 
time  as  it  is  made  effective  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
imtil  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§1.8  and 
1.37  (£)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 


practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-10446;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1967; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-138991 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corp.  et  al. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGES  IN  RATES 

X  December  13, 1957. 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corporation,  et  al. 
(Amerada),  on  November  18,  1957  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its 
rate  schedules  presently  in  effect  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  The 
proposed  changes,  which  constitute  in¬ 
creased  rates  and  charges,  are  contained 
in  the  following  designated  filings: 

Description:  (1)  Notice  of  Change,  dated 
November  2,  1957.  (2)  Notice  of  Change, 

dated  November  4,  1957. 

Purchaser:  Lone  Star  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  (1)  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  1  to  Amerada’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  28.  (2)  Supplement  No.  1  to 

Amerada’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  29. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1958  (effective 
date  is  the  effective  date  proposed  by 
Amerada). 

In  support  of  the  proposed  periodic 
rate  increases,  Amerada  states  that  the 
increased  rates  were  agreed  to  by  both 
parties  after  arm’s-length  bargaining  in 
good  faith. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  so 
proposed  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
justified,  and  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  imduly  discriminatory  or  preferen¬ 
tial,  or  otherwise  unlawful.  . 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
changes,  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplements  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR,  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplements  are  each 
hereby  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  until  June  1,  1958  and  until 
such  further  time  as  they  are  made  effec¬ 
tive  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
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to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  periods  of  suspension 
have  expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Commission.  *  ’ 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f) )  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[  SEAL  1  Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  57-10447:  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
y  8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13900] 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corp.  et  al. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  RATE 

December  13,  1957. 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corporation,  et 
al.,  (Amerada)  on  November  18,  1957, 
tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  change  in 
its  presently  effective  rate  schedule  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission.  The  pro¬ 
posed  change,  which  constitutes  an  in¬ 
creased  rate  and  charge  is  contained  in 
the  following  designated  filing' 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  Oc¬ 
tober  25,  1957. 

Purchaser:  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Amerada 's  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  27. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1958  (effective 
date  is  the  effective  date  proposed  by 
Amerada) . 

In  support  of  the  periodic  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Amerada  states  that  the  buyer 
agreed  to  pay  such  increased  rate  as  the 
result  of  arm’s  length  bargaining  in  good 
faith. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  imreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds : 

It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  inteiest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  that  the  Commission  enter  upon  a 
hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
said  proposed  change,  and  that  the 
above-designated  supplement  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the 
Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  proposed  increased  rate  and  charge. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplement  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  June  1,  1958,  and  until  such  fur¬ 
ther  time  as  it  is  made  effective  in  the 
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Planner  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ) . 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10448:  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13901] 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corp.  et  al. 

order  for  hearing  and  SUSPENDING 
proposed  CHANGE  fN  RATE 

December  13,  1957. 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corporation  (Op¬ 
erator)  et  al.,  (Amerada)  on  November 
18,  1957,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  its  presently  effective  rate 
schedule  for  the  sale  of  natural  gas  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  The  proposed  change,  which  con¬ 
stitutes  an  increased  rate  and  charge, 
is  contained  in  the  following  designated 
filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  Oc¬ 
tober  26,  1957. 

Purchaser:  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company, 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  3  to  Amerada’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  57. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1958  (effective 
date  is  the  date  proposed  by  Amerada). 

In  support  of  the  periodic  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Amerada  states  that  the  buyer 
agreed  to  pay  such  increased  rate  as  the 
result  of  arm’s  length  bargaining  in  good 
faith. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed  change, 
and  that  the  above-designated  supple¬ 
ment  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinunder  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act, -particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplement  is  hereby 


suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  June  1, 1958,  and  until  such  further 
time  as  it  is  made  effective  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of,  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ). 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H,  Gutride. 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10449:  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13902] 

Dalport  Oil  Corp.  et  al. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
proposed  CHANGE  IN  RATE 

December  13, 1957. 

Dalport  Oil  Corporation",  et  al.,  (Dal¬ 
port),  on  November  18,  1957,  tendered 
for  filing  a  proposed  change  in  its  pres¬ 
ently  effective  rate  schedule  for  sales  of 
natural  gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission.  The  proposed  change, 
which  constitutes  an  increased  rate  and 
charge,  is  contained  in  the  following 
designated  filing; 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  No¬ 
vember  15,  1957. 

Purchaser:  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Dalport’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  7. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1958  (effective 
date  is  the  effective  date  proposed  by  Dal¬ 
port)  . 

In  support  of  the  periodic  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Dalport  states  that  such  increase 
was  provided  for  in  the  original  contract. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplement  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the 
Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  proposed  increased  rate  and  charge. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  said  supplement  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  June  1, 1958,  and  until  such  further 
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time  as  It  is  made  effective  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
*  (C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§1.8  and 
1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

(SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

|P.  R.  Doc.  67-10450:  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13903] 

Dalport  Oil  Corp.  et  al. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  RATE 

December  13, 1957. 

Dalport  Oil  Corporation  (Operator), 
et  al.,  (Dalport),  on  November  18,  1957, 
tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  change  in 
its  presently  effective  rate  schedule  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission.  The  pro¬ 
posed  change,  which  constitutes  an  in¬ 
creased  rate  and  charge,  is  contained  in 
the  following  designated  filing; 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  No¬ 
vember  15,  1957. 

Purchaser:  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Dalport’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  2. 

Effective  date:  January  1.  1958  (effective 
date  is  the  effective  date  proposed  by 
Dalport). 

In  support  of  the  periodic  rate  in¬ 
crease.  Dalport  states  that  such  increase 
was  provided  for  in  the  original  contract. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justitled, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplement  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplement  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  June  1, 1958,  and  until  such  further 


time  as  It  is  made  effective  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions 
may  participate  as  provided  by  §§1.8 
and  1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37  (f)). 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10451;  Filed,  Dec,  18,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13904] 

Dalport  Oil  Corp. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  RATE 

December  13,  1957. 

Dalport  Oil  Corporation  (Dalport)  on 
November  18,  1957,  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  change  in  its  presently  effec¬ 
tive  rate  schedule  for  sales  of  natural  gas 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  proposed  change,  which 
constitutes  an  increased  rate  and  charge, 
is  contained  in  the  following  designated 
filing ; 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  No¬ 
vember  15,  1957. 

Purchaser:  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Dalport’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  11, 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1958  (effective 
date  Is  the  effective  date  proposed  by  Dal¬ 
port  ) . 

In  support  of  the  periodic  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Dalport  states  that  such  increase 
was  provided  for  in  the  original  contract. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above -designated 
supplement  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch,  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplement  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 


until  June  1, 1958,  and  until  such  further 
time  as  it  is  made  effective  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  herel^ 
suspended,  fior  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
imtil  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f)). 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gut:.:de, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10452;  Filed.  Dec.  18.  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-13909] 

Jake  L.  Hamon  et  al.. 

ORDER  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED  CHANGES  IN  RATES 

December  13,  1957. 

Jake  L.  Hamon  (Operator),  et  aL, 
(Hamon),  on  November  18,  1957,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in  his 
presently  effective  rate  schedule  for  sales 
of  natural  gas  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission.  The  proposed 
changes,  ^which  constitute  increased 
rates  and  charges,  are  contained  in  the 
following  designated  filings: 

Description:  Notice  of  changes,  undated. 

Purchaser:  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  3  to  Hamon ’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
13.  Supplement  No.  4  to  Hamon’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  13. 

Effective  date:  December  19,  1957  (effective 
date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the 
required  thirty  days’  notice). 

* 

Hamon  merely  cites  the  pertinent 
pricing  provision  of  the  contract  in 
support  of  his  proposed  periodic  rate 
increases. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  so 
proposed  have  not  been  shown  to  be  ' 
justified,  and  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  unduly  discriminatory,  or  prefer¬ 
ential,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
changes,  and  that  Supplement  Nos.  3  and 
4  to  Hamon’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  13  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I>,  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  ^  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  contained  in  Supplement  Nos. 


t 


Thursday,  December  19,  1957 

3  and  4  to  Hamon’s  PP.C  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  13. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  supplements  be  and 
they  are  each  hereby  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  May  19,  1958, 
and  until  such  further  time  as  they  are 
made  effective  in  the  manner  prescribed 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplements  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  periods  of  suspension 
have  expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Commission. 

(D)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§1.8  and 
1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10453;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-13910] 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUS- 
PENDING  PROPOSED  TARIFF  SHEET 

December  13, 1957. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
(Ark-La),  on  November  15,  1957,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
60  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  2  by  which  Ark-La  proposes  to 
increase  its  rate  for  sale  of  gas  in  the 
amount  of  $29,261  to  Southwest  Gas  Pro¬ 
ducing  Company,  Incorporated  (South¬ 
west). 

The  proposed  increase  is  based  upon 
inter-related  price  escalation  provisions 
in  gas  sale  contracts  between  Ark-La 
and  Southwest,  and  between  Southwest 
and  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  (Texas  Eastern).  Since  the 
latter  contract  escalation  has  been  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  made  effective  in  Docket 
No.  G-13533,  Ark-La  seeks  to  protect 
itself  from  any  such  increase  placed 
upon  it  by  tendering  the  proposed  re¬ 
vision  in  its  tariff  sheet.  While  Ark-La 
has  not  submitted  all  of  the  supporting 
data  required  by  the  rules  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  respecting  a  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease,  Ark-La  requests  a  waiver  of  the 
rules  in  this  respect  since  the  gas  sales 
here  involved  pertain  to  field  sales 
wherein  similar  rate  increases  by  other 
natural  gas  companies  have  been  per¬ 
mitted  under  waiver.  It  is  noted  that 
similar  requests  by  Ark-La  for  previously 
proposed  escalation  changes  have  been 
granted. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  pro- 
j  Tided  in  Ark-La’s  Fourth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  60,  as  tendered  on  November  15, 1957, 
^  not  been  shown  to  be  justified,  and 
®ay  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other- 
*ise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds :  It  Is  necessary 
snd  proper  in  the  public  interest,  and  to 
in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  waive  the  requirements  of  its 
rules  respecting  the  filing  of  data  in 
support  of  a  proposed  rate  increase  as 
set  forth  in  Ark-La’s  Fourth .  Revised 
Sheet  No.  60,  and  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  rates,  charges,  classifica¬ 
tions,  and  services  contained  in  Ark-La’s 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2, 
as  proposed  to  be  changed  by  Fourth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  60  tendered  on  No¬ 
vember  15,  1957 ;  and  that  the  aforesaid 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  60  to  Ark-La’s 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2,  be 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  ( 18  CFR 
Ch.  I),  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No,  60  to 
Ark-La’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  2,  is  accepted  for  filing,  and  a 
public  hearing  be  held  upon  a  date  to  be 
fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secretary  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  and  services  con¬ 
tained  in  Ark-La’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Orig¬ 
inal  Volume  No.  2,  as  proposed  to  be 
changed  by  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  60 
tendered  for  filing  on  November  15, 1957. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  Ark-La’s  proposed  Fourth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  60  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  2,  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  April  1, 1958,  and  until  such  further 
time  as  it  may  be  made  effective  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

(C)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  cm  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10454;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.G-13913] 

Cities  Service  Oil  Co. 

ORDER  ACCEPTING  SUBSTITUTION  RATE  FILING, 

PROVIDING  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPENDING 

PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  RATES 

December  13,  1957. 

Cities  Service  Oil  Company  (Cities 
Service) ,  on  November  25, 1957,  tendered 
for  filing  a  proposed  change  in  its  pres¬ 
ently  effective  rate  schedule  for  sales  of 
natural  gas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission.  The  proposed  change, 
which  constitutes  an  increased  rate  and 
charge,  is  contained  in  the  following 
designated  filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  dated  No¬ 
vember  20,  1957. 

Purchaser:  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  14  to  Cities  Service’s  FPC  Gas  Rato 
Schedule  No.  18. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1958  (effective 
date  Is  the  effective  date  proposed  by  Cities 
Service). 
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By  letter  dated  November  20,  1957, 
Cities  Service  requested  (1)  withdrawal 
of  its  previously  submitted  Supplement 
No.  13  to  its  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
18,  filed  on  November  6,  1957,  and  (2) 
consideration  by  the  Commission  of  two 
supplements  proposed  in.  substitution 
therefor.  'The  earlier  tender  proposed 
an  increase  in  rate  of  1.0  cent  per  Mcf 
from  9.5  cents  to  10.5  cents  per  Mcf  for 
gas  sold  to  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
in  Lea  County,  New  Mexico,  to  become 
effective  on  December  20, 1957.‘ 

The  acreage  covered  by  the  subject 
rate  schedule  was  originally  added 
through  error,  by  letter  agreement  dated 
December  20,  1952,  to  a  contract  dated 
July  14, 1949.  Through  inadvertence  the 
superseding  contract  provided  for  the 
price  escalation  on  December  20,  1957, 
rather  than  on  January  1, 1958,  as  under 
the  July  14, 1949,  contract. 

The  instant  tenders  consist  of  (1)  a 
letter  agreement  whereby  buyer  and 
seller  agree  that  the  effective  date  for 
the  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  increase  in  rate 
should  be  January  1,  1958,  rather  than 
December  20,  1957,  as  inadvertently 
stated  in  the  basic  contract,  and  (2)  a 
revised  notice  of  change  specifying  the 
January  1,  1958,  effective  date  for  the 
increased  rate. 

In  support  of  the  proposed  periodic 
rate  increase.  Cities  Service  states  that 
its  proposed  rate  simply  brings  into  being 
the  price  which  was  negotiated  by  the 
parties  in  arm’s-length  bargaining ;  that 
the  parties  chose  the  “escalation”  method 
of  pricing  the  gas  instead  of  an  “average 
price”  throughout  the  contract  term; 
and  that  to  deny  the  seller  the  agreed 
price  during  the  later  years  of  the  con¬ 
tract  after  the  seller  has  delivered  gas  at 
a  lower  rate  during  the  earlier  years 
would  be  unfair. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justi¬ 
fied,  and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Good  cause  has  been  shown  that 
the  letter  agreement  and  increased  rate 
filed  by  Cities  Service  on  November  25, 
1957,  and  proposed  to  become  effective  on 
January  1,  1958,  be  accepted  for  filing. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  a  hearing  concerning  the  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  said  proposed  change,  and 
that  Supplement  No.  14  to  Cities  Serv¬ 
ice’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  18  be 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  letter  agreement  and  rate  in¬ 
crease  tendered  by  Cities  Service  on  No¬ 
vember  25,  1957,  be  and  they  are  each 
accepted  for  filing  as  Supplement  Nos. 
13  and  14  to  Cities  Service’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  18,  respectively. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 

iThe  withdrawal  of  the  previously  ten¬ 
dered  filing  has  been  heretofore  permitted. 
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CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
the  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge  contained  in  Suppl^ent  No.  14 
to  Cities  Service’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  18. 

(C)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  said  Supplement  No.  14  be 
and  it  is  hereby  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  June  1,  1958,  and 
until  such  further  time  as  it  is  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(D)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CTR  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)). 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioners 
Digby  and  Kline  dissenting  as  to  the  sus¬ 
pension  of  Supplement  No.  14  to  Cities 
Service  Oil  Company  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  18. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10476;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

I  File  No.  24NY-40421 
Franklin  Atlas  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  AND  ORDER  FOR  HEARING 

December  13,  1957. 

Franklin  Atlas  Corporation,  a  New 
York  corporation,  80  Wall  Street,  New 
York  5,  New  York,  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  July  6,  1955,  a  notification 
on  Form  1-A,  and  an  offering  circular, 
and  subsequently  filed  amendments 
thereto,  relating  to  a  proposed  public 
offering  of  $150,000  principal  amount  of 
10-year  6  percent  Convertible  Debentures 
due  July  15,  1965  at  par,  149,000  shares 
of  10  cents  par  value  Class  A  Common 
Stock  at  $1.00  a  share,  and  53,800  shares 
of  1  cent  par  value  Class  B  Common 
Stock  at  1  cent  a  share,  for  an  aggregate 
of  $299,538,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
an  exemption  from  the  registration  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
as  amended,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  3  (b)  thereof  and  Regulation 
A,  promulgated  thereunder. 

The  Commission  on  October  28,  1957 
issued  an  order  pursuant  to  Rule  223  of 
the  general  rules  and  regulations  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended, 
temporarily  suspending  the  conditional 
exemption  under  Regulation  A  and  af¬ 
fording  to  any  person  having  an  inter¬ 
est  therein  an  opportunity  to  request  a 
hearing  pursuant  to  Rule  223.  A  written 
request  for  hearing  was  received  by  the 
Commission. 

The  Commission  deeming  it  necessary 
and  appropriate  to  determine  whether 


to  vacate  the  temporary  suspension  order 
or  to  enter  an  order  permanently  sus¬ 
pending  the  exemption. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  and 
the  rules  of  the  Commission  be  held  on 
February  17,  1958,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
at  the  New  York  Regional  OflBce  of  the 
Commission,  225  Broadway,  New  York, 
New  York,'  with  respect  to  the  following 
matters  and  questions  without  prejudice, 
however,  to  the  specification  of  addi¬ 
tional  issues  which  may  be  presented  in 
these  proceedings: 

A.  Whether  the  offering  circular  dated 
August  1,  1955  contains  untrue  state¬ 
ments  of  material  facts  and  omits  to 
state  material  facts  necessary  in  order 
to  make  the  statements  made,  in  light 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  they 
are  made,  not  misleading,  more  particu¬ 
larly  with  respect  to : 

1.  Statements  made  as  to  use  of  the 
proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  securities 
being  offered; 

2.  Failure  to  disclose  application  of  a 
substantial  part  of  the  proceeds  to  the 
personal  use  of  a  controlling  person; 

3.  Statements  made  that  acquisitions 
of  certain  properties  in  exchange  for  se¬ 
curities  of  the  issuer  were  the  result  of 
arms-length  dealings; 

4.  Failure  to  disclose  John  L.  de  Lyra 
as  a  promoter  of  the  issuer ; 

5.  Failure  to  disclose  John  L.  de  Lyra 
as  a  person  directly  or  indirectly  con¬ 
trolling  the  issuer; 

6.  Failure  to  disclose  the  material  in¬ 
terests  of  John  L.  de  Lyra  in  connection 
with  assets  proposed  to  be  and  acquired 
by  the  issuer ; 

7.  Failure  to  disclose  underwriters  and 
the  terms  of  the  agreements  made  with 
underwriters; 

8.  Statements  made  that  the  securi¬ 
ties  being  offered  would  be  offered 
through  the  issuer’s  officers,  directors 
and  employees  without  use  of  any 
underwriter  or  broker. 

B.  Whether  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  Regulation  A  have  not  been  complied 
with  in  that  a  report  on  Form  2-A  filed 
by  the  issuer  on  April  6,  1956,  is  false 
and  misleading  with  respect  to  state¬ 
ments  made  as  to  the  amount  of  cash 
on  hand  on  March  31,  1956  and  the 
amount  of  securities  sold. 

C.  Whether  the  offering  of  the  securi¬ 
ties  would  and  did  operate  as  a  fraud 
and  deceit  on  purchasers. 

D.  Whether  the  conditional  exemption 
provided  by  Regulation  A  is  not  available 
for  the  securities  purported  to  be  offered 
thereunder  in  that  an  injunction  was 
issued  September  4,  1957  by  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York  enjoining  the 
issuer  and  others  from  violating  certain 
provisions  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
as  amended,  in  connection  with  the  sale 
of  issuer’s  securities. 

E.  Whether  the  order  dated  October 
28,  1953*  temporarily  suspending  the  ex¬ 
emption  under  Regulation  A  should  be 
vacated  or  made  permanent. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  William  W. 
Swift  or  any  officer  or  officers  of  the 
Commission  designated  by  it  for  that 
purpose  shall  preside  at  the  hearing. 


and  any  officer  or  officers  so  designated 
to  preside  at  any  such  hearing  are  here¬ 
by  authorized  to  exercise  all  of  the 
powers  granted  to  the  Commission  un¬ 
der  sections  19  (b),  21  and  22  (c)  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  and 
to  hearing  officers  under  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  a 
copy  of  this  order  by  registered  mail  on 
Franklin  Atlas  Corporation,  80  Wall 
Street,  New  York  5,  New  York,  that  no¬ 
tice  of  the  entering  of  this  order  shall 
be  given  to  all  other  persons  by  general 
release  of  the  Commission  and  by  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register.  Any 
person  who  desires  to  be  heard  or  other¬ 
wise'  wishes  to  participate  in  such  hear¬ 
ing  shall  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  on  or  before  February  14, 
1958,  a  request  relative  thereto  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  XVII  of  the  Commission’s' 
rules  of  practice. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10461;  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  70-36481 
Central  Public  Utility  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  APPLICATION-DECLARA¬ 
TION  AND  ORDER  FOR  HEARING 

.  December  13,  1957. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Central 
Public  Utility  Corporation  (“Cenpuc”), 
a  registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
with  this  Commission  an  application- 
declaration  and  amendments  thereto 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“act”),  and  has 
designated  sections  6  (a),  7,  9  (a)  (1), 
10  and  12  (d)  of  the  act  and  Rule  U-43 
promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable 
to  the  proposed  transactions  which  are 
summarized  as  follows: 

Cenpuc  is  solely  a  holding  company. 
It  has  no  public  utility  subsidiaries  op¬ 
erating  in  the  United  States.  Among  the 
subsidiaries  of  Cenpuc  is  The  Islands 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  (“Islands”), 
which  is  exempt  as  a  holding  company 
and  as  a  subsidiary  of  Cenpuc,  and 
which  has  subsidiaries  in  the  West 
Indies,  the  Canary  Islands,  and  the  Phil¬ 
ippines.  One  of  Islands’  subsidiaries  is 
Manila  Gas  Company,  of  which  Islands 
owns  9,995  shares  (approximately  40  per¬ 
cent)  of  the  outstanding  25,000  shares 
which  have  a  par  value  of  100.  Philippine 
pesos  per  share.  The  other  15,005  shares 
of  Manila,  with  the  exception  of  5  shares 
which  are  publicly  held,  are  held  by  an 
Agency  of  the  Philippine  Government 
It  is  proposed  that  Islands  will  pur¬ 
chase  ior  cash,  at  the  United  States 
dollar  equivalent  of  $1,550,000  (Cana¬ 
dian)  ,  15,500  shares  of  $100  (Canadian) 
par  value  capital  stock  of  a  newly  or¬ 
ganized  Canadian  corporation,  Ilanco 
Ltd.  (“Ilanco”) ,  and  that  Ilanco  will  pur¬ 
chase  from  Islands  the  9,995  shares  of 
Manila  stock  for  a  cash  consideration  of 
$155.50  (United  States)  per  share. 
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Thursday,  December  19,  1957 

The  transactions  are  proposed  to  en¬ 
able  Islands  to  realize  a  capital  gain  of 
$1,460,841  which  can  be  offset,  not  later 
than  Dec.  31,  1957,  against  an  available 
capital  loss  carry-forward  resulting  from 
the  sale  of  another  of  its  subsidiaries  by 
Islands  in  1952.  • 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that  it 
Is  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
in  the  interest  of  investors  that  a  hearing 
be  held  with  respect  to  the  application- 
declaration  as  amended: 

It  is  ordered,  That  a  hearing  be  held 
In  respect  of  the  amended  application- 
declaration,  pursuant  to  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  act  and  the  rules  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder,  on  December  26, 
1957,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  at  the  ofiBce  of  the 
Commission,  425  Second  Street  NW., 
Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
otherwise  wishing  to  participate  in  the 
proceeding  shall,  prior  to  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  hearing,  file  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Officer,  hereinafter  designated,  a  re¬ 
quest  therefor  as  provided  by  Rule  XVII 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice. 

The  Division  of  Corporate  Regulation 
has  advised  the  Commission,  upon  the 
basis  of  its  examination  of  the  applica¬ 
tion-declaration  as  amended,  that  the 
following  matters  and  questions  are  pre¬ 
sented  for  consideration,  without  preju¬ 
dice,  however,  to  the  presentation  of 
additional  matters  and  questions  upon 
further  examination: 

1.  Whether  as  a  result  of  the  proposed 
transactions  the  Cenpuc  holding-com¬ 
pany  system  will  be  in  violation  of  the 
second  sentence  of  section  11  (b)  (2)  of 
the  act. 

2.  Whether  the  proposed  indirect  ac¬ 
quisition  by  Cenpuc  of  the  Ilanco  stock 
wdll  “unduly  complicate  the  capital 
structure  of  the  holding-company  sys¬ 
tem  of  the  applicant  or  will  be  detrimen¬ 
tal  to  the  public  interest’’  contrary  to  the 
provisions  of  section  10  (b)  (3)  of  the 
act. 

3.  Whether  the  proposed  indirect  ac¬ 
quisition  by  Cenpuc  of  the  Ilanco  capital 
stock  meets  the  standards  of  section  10 
(c)  (1)  of  the  act. 

4.  Whether  the  consideration  to  be 
paid  for  the  Manila  stock  meets  the 
standards  of  section  10  (b)  (2)  of  the 
act. 

5.  Whether  the  proposed  issue  and  sale 
of  the  Ilanco  capital  stock  meet  the 
standards  of  section  7  of  the  act. 

6.  Whether  the  accounting  treatment 
proposed  with  respect  to  the  various 
transactions  is  in  accordance  with  sound 
accounting  principles. 

7.  Whether  the  fees  and  expenses  in¬ 
curred  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions  are  reasonable. 

8.  Generally,  whether  the  proposed 
transactions  comply  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  act,  and  what  terms 
and  conditions,  if  any,  should  be  imposed 
M  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or 
for  the  protection  of  investors. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  particular 
attention  be  given  at  said  hearing  to  the 
nereinbefore  stated  matters  and  ques¬ 
tions. 

ft  is  further  ordered.  That  Sidney  L. 
^iler,  or  any  other  officer  or  officers  of 
the  Commission  designated  by  it  for  that 


purpose,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
such  matter.  The  Hearing  Officer  so 
designated  to  preside  at  such  hearing  is 
hereby  authorized  to  exercise  all  of  the 
powers  granted  to  the  Commission 
under  section  18  (c)  of  the  act,  and  to  a 
Hearing  Officer  under  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  give  notice 
of  the  herein  ordered  hearing  by  caus¬ 
ing  this  notice  and  order  to  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  and  by  serving 
a  copy  thereof  by  registered  mail  upon 
applicant-declarant;  and  that  a  general 
release  of  the  Commission  in  respect  of 
the  amended  application-declaration  be 
distributed  to  the  press  and  mailed  to  the 
mailing  list  for  releases  issued  under  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  67-10462;  Filed,  Dec.  18.  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  70-8649] 

Cities  Service  Co. 

NOTICE  OP  FILING  OP  DECLARATION 
REGARDING  STOCK  DIVIDEND 

December  12,  1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Cities 
Service  Company  (“Cities’’) ,  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  filed  a  declaration 
with  this  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“act”)  and  has  designated  sections 
6  (a)  and  7  of  the  act  as  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transactions. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  declaration  on  file  at  the  offices  of 
this  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 
transactions  therein  proposed,  which  are 
summarized  as  follows: 

Cities  proposes  to  issue  206,251  shares 
of  its  authorized  but  unissued  $10  par 
value  common  stock,  and  to  distribute 
such  stock  on  or  about  January  23,  1958 
to  its  stockholders  of  record  as  of  No- 
jrember  29,  1957,  as  a  2  percent  stock 
dividend,  on  the  basis  of  one  share  of 
new  stock  for  each  50  shares  of  its  out¬ 
standing  10,312,553  shares  of  common 
stock.  No  fractional  shares  are  to  be 
issued,  but  in  lieu  thereof,  it  is  proposed 
to  issue  order  forms  evidencing  such 
fractional  interests,  and  the  fractional 
Interests  represented  thereby  may  be 
combined  with  other  fractional  interests 
to  enable  the  holders  thereof  to  receive 
certificates  for  full  shares,  or  may  be  sold 
as  the  owner  may  elect.  The  company 
has  made  arrangements  with  Guaranty 
Trust  Company  of  New  York,  as  distribu¬ 
tion  agent,  to  buy  and  sell  such  frac¬ 
tional  interests  for  the  account  of  the 
holders  thereof,  without  cost  to  such 
holders.  All  shares  held  to  cover  such 
fractional  interests  with  respect  to  which 
Guaranty  Trust  Company  does  not  re¬ 
ceive  completed  order  forms  before  the 
close  of  business  of  February  24,  1958 
will  be  sold  in  due  course  for  the  account 
of  the  holders  thereof,  and  checks  mailed 
to  the  holders  of  the  fractional  interests 


for  their  aliquot  portion  of  the  proceeds. 
On  February  29, 1964,  all  unclaimed  and 
all  undeliverable  proceeds  of  such  sales 
will  become  the  property  of  the  company. 

Cities  proposes  to  assign  a  value  of  $48 
per  share  to  each  of  the  206,251  shares  of 
its  common  stock  to  be  issued  as  a  stock 
dividend  or  an  aggregate  of  $9,900,048. 
It  also  pr(^oses  to  debit  earned  surplus  in 
that  amount,  to  credit  its  common  stock 
capital  account  with  the  par  value  of 
such  shares,  $10  per  share,  or  an  aggre¬ 
gate  of  $2,062,510  and  to  credit  its  capital 
surplus  with  the  excess  of  the  assigned 
value  over  the  par  value,  $38  per  share,  or 
an  aggregate  of  $7,837,538. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions  will  aggregate  $194,000,  in¬ 
cluding  a  fee  of  $135,000  to  be  paid  to 
Guaranty  Trust  Company  as  distribution 
agent.  There  will  be  no  counsel  fees. 

The  declaration  states  that  no  State 
commission  and  no  Federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Decem¬ 
ber  27,  1957,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matters,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  which  he  desires  to  contro¬ 
vert,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified 
if  the  Commission  orders  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed :  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission.  Washington  25, 
D.  C,  At  any  time  after  said  date  the 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  permitted  toT  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  U-23  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  an 
exemption  from  its  rules  as  provided  in 
Rules  U-20  (a)  and  U-100  thereof,  or 
take  such  other  action  as  it  deems  ap¬ 
propriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10463;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


(File  No.  31-641] 

Texas  Natural  Gasoline  Corp. 

NOTICE  of  filing  OF  APPLICATION 

December  12,  1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Texas  Nat¬ 
ural  Gasoline  Corporation  (“Texas  Nat¬ 
ural’’),  a  Delaware  corporation,  has  filed 
an  application  and  amendments  thereto 
pursuant  to  section  3  (a)  (3)  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“act”)  requesting  an  order  ex¬ 
empting  it  and  all  of  its  subsidiaries  from 
all  the  provisions  of  the  act,  on  the 
grounds  that  Texas  Natural  is  only  inci¬ 
dentally  a  holding  company,  being  pri¬ 
marily  engaged  or  interested  in  one  or 
more  businesses  other  than  the  business 
of  a  public  utility  company  and  not  de¬ 
riving  any  material  part  of  its  income 
from  any  one  or  more  subsidiary  com¬ 
panies,  the  principal  business  of  which  is 
that  of  a  public  utility  company. 
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NOTICES 


The  application  which  is  on  file  in 
the  offices  ot  the  Commission,  may  be 
summarized  as  follows: 

Texas  Natural  and  its  subsidiary  com¬ 
panies  are  engaged  principally  in  the 
business  of  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
liquefied  petroleum  gas  and  natural 
gasoline,  all  of  which  is  primarily  sold 
at  sales  other  than  retail.  Texas  Nat¬ 
ural  owns  all  of  the  issued  and  outstand¬ 
ing  common  capital  stock  of  Florida 
Keys  Gas  Company,  Inc.  (“Florida 
Keys”),  a  Florida  corporation,  which  is 
a  gas  utility  company  operating  in  the 
City  of  Key  West,  Florida,  and  its  en¬ 
virons.  Florida  Keys  purchases  its 
liquefied  petroleum  gas  requirements 
from  Texas  Natural  at  prices  which  are 
equal  to  those  charged  by  Texas  Nat¬ 
ural’s  competitors  and  then  sells  this 
gas  in  portable  containers,  from  delivery 
trucks  and  through  distribution  mains 
to  customers. 

As  at  August  31, 1957,  the  consolidated 
assets  of  Texas  Natural  and  subsidiaries 
totaled  $40,066,986  and  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  August  31, 1957,  consolidated  sales 
and  revenues  totaled  $30,065,088.  As  at 
August  31,  1957,  the  assets  of  Florida 
Keys  totaled  $632,542,  and  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  August  31,  1957,  the  com¬ 
pany’s  revenues  were  $329,442. 

Florida  Keys  is  the  only  subsidiary  of 
Texas  Natural  which  is  a  “public  utility 
company’’  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act.  Texas  Natural  makes  no  service 
charges  to  Florida  Keys  and  has  no  man¬ 
agement  contracts  with  it.  The  rates 
which  Florida  Keys  charges  to  its  con¬ 
sumers  are  established  and  fixed  in  its 
franchises  with  the  City  of  Key  West, 
Florida. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  January 
2,  1958  at  5:30  p.  m.,  request  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  that  a  hearing  be  held 
on  such  matter,  stating  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reasons  for  such  request, 
and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  rais^  by 
said  application  as  amended  which  he 
desires  to  controvert,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed:  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  said  application  as 
amended  may  be  granted,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances. 


Tiers  of  property  or  passengers  and  by 
brokers  under  sections  206,  209,  and  211 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  cer¬ 
tain  other  procedural  matters  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto  (49  CFR  1.241). 

All  hearings  will  be  called  at  9:30 
o’clock  a.  m..  United  States  standard 
time,  imless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 
OR  Pre-Hearing  Conference 


MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 


Secretary. 


[F.  R. 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  195] 

Motor  Carrier  Applications 


No.  MC  531  (Sub  No.  86) ,  filed  August 
22,  1957,  YOUNGER  BROTHERS,  INC., 
4904  Griggs  Road,  Houston,  Tex.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Ewell  H.  Muse,  Jr., 
Suite  415,  Perry  Brooks  Building,  Austin, 
Tex.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  acids 
and  chemicals,  not  limited  to  Appendix 
XV  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-45  or  the  defini¬ 
tion  in  the  Maxwell  case,  in  bulk,  in  tank, 
multiple  cylinder,  hopper,  vacuum  and 
other  type  vehicles,  between  points  in 
Louisiana  on  and  south  of  U.  S.  Highway 
190  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma  and  New 
Mexico. 


Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplicating  au¬ 
thority  is  sought.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  the  commodities  specified  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  and  other 
commodities  in  Louisiana  and  Texas. 


Doc.  67-10464;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


December  13,  1957. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car- 


HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  the 
Jung  Hotel,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before 
Examiner  Lucian  A.  Jackson. 

No.  MC  1124  (Sub  No.  140) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  3, 1957,  HERRIN  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY,  2301  McKinney  Ave¬ 
nue,  Houston,  Tex.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Leroy  Hallman,  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Dallas  2,  Tex.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  (1)  Between  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  over  U.  S. 
Highway  61.  (2)  Between  Memphis, 

Term.,  and  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  from  Mem¬ 
phis,  over  U.  S.  Highway  78  to  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway 
280  to  Cordele,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.  S. 
Highway  41  to  ’Tifton,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.  S.  Highway  23  (U.  S.  Highway  1)  to 
Jacksonville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (3)  Between  Baton  Rouge,  La., 
and  Memphis,  Term.,  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  61,  No  service  is  proposed  at  inter¬ 
mediate  points  on  any  of  the  three 
segments  of  the  above-described  routes. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Louisiana,  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
Arkansas,  and  Tennessee. 

PRE-HEARING  CONFERENCE:  Feb¬ 
ruary  5,  1958,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  with  Examiner  R. 
Edwin  Brady  presiding.  At  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  it  is  contemplated 
that  the  following  matters  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed:  (1)  The  issues  generally  with  a 
view  to  their  simplification;  (2)  The  pos¬ 
sibility  and  desirability  of  agreeing  upon 
special  procedure  to  expedite  and  control 


the  handling  of  this  application,  includ- 
Ing  the  submission  of  the  supporting  and 
opposing  shipper  testimony  by  verified 
statements:  (3)  The  time  and  place  or 
places  of  such  hearing  or  hearings  as 
may  be  agreed  upon;  (4)  The  number 
of  witnesses  to  be  presented  and  the 
time  required  for  such  presentations  by 
both  applicant  and  protestants;  (5) 
The  practicability  of  both  applicant  and 
the  opposing  carriers  submitting  in 
written  form  their  direct  testimony  in¬ 
cluding:  (a)  Their  present  operating 
authority;  (b)  'Their  corporate  organi¬ 
zations  if  any,  ownership  and  control; 
(c)  Their  fiscal  data;  (d)  Their  equip¬ 
ment,  terminals,  and  other  facilities,  and 
(e)  Supporting  shippers;  (6)  ’The  prac¬ 
ticability  and  desirability  of  all  parties 
exchanging  exhibits  covering  the  im¬ 
mediately  above-listed  matters  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  any  hearing;  (7)  Any  other 
matters  which  will  serve  to  expedite  or 
simplify  the  hearing  or  aid  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  handling  of  the  application. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub  No.  160) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  30. 1957,  ROADWAY  EXPRESS.  INC., 
147  Park  Street,  P.  O.  Box  471,  Akron, 

9,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William 
O.  Turney,  2001  Massachusetts  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  6,-D.  C.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  trans¬ 
porting  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  Detroit,  Mich.,  and 
Toledo,  Ohio,  from  Detroit  over  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  85  to  junction  Alternate 
U.  S.  Highway  24,  thence  over  Alternate 
U.  S.  Highway  24  to  Toledo,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  iliter- 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  authorized  regu¬ 
lar  route  operations  between ,  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  Peoria,  Ill.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
•.York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  57,  or  If 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel 
No.  MC  4405  (Sub  No.  294),  filed  No¬ 
vember  29,  1957,  DEALERS  TRANSIT, 
INC.,  12601  South  Torrence  Avenue, 
(Chicago  33,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  W.  Wrape,  Sterick  Building,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  For  authority  to  ‘operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Motor  vehicles,  (except 
trailers) .  in  initial  movements,  in  truck- 
away  service,  from  the  site  of  the  Ford 
Motor  Company  plant  at  Chicago  (Hege- 
wisch).  Ill.,  to  all  points  in  Kentucky, 
Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
points  in  Ohio  on  and  south  of  U.  S. 
Highway  40  and  all  points  in  Tennessee, 
except  Memphis.  Applicant  is  auth(jr- 
ized  to  perform  similar  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  January  29, 1958,  In  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House.  610  South 
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Thursday,  December  19,  1957 

canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Reece  Harrison. 

No  MC  4483  (Sub  No.  5) ,  filed  October 
9, 1952,  MONSON  DRAY  LINE,  INC.,  100 
virarren  Avenue,  Zumbrota,  Minn.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  -a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  a  regular  route,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading,  between  Minneapolis  and 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and  Red  Wing,  Minn., 
from  Minneapolis  over  city  streets  to 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  thence  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  10  (also  U.  S.  Highway  61)  to  junc¬ 
tion  presently  authorized  alternate  route 
(combined  U.  S.  Highways  10  and  61), 
thence  over  said  presently  authorized 
alternate  route  (combined  U.  S.  High¬ 
ways  10  and  61  as  described  on  page  two 
of  Certificate  No.  MC  4483  (Sub  No.  3), 
dated  November  6,  1950)  to  a  point  just 
north  of  Hastings,  Minn.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  63  near  Ellsworth,  Wis.,  thence  over 
U.  S.  Highway  63  to  junction  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  61  in  Red  Wing,  Minn.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Hager  City,  Wis.,  the 
off*route  points  of  Diamond  Bluff  and 
Bay  City,  Wis.,  and  all  intermediate  and 
off-route  points  in  the  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Commercial  Zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission. 

HEARING  DE  NOVO:  January  15, 
1&58,  at  the  Federal  Court  Building,  Mar¬ 
quette  Avenue,  South  and  Third  Streets, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  142,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  5623  (Sub  No.  5),  filed  July 
22,  1957,  ARROW  TRUCKING  CO.,  a 
Corporation,  Second  and  Heavy  Traffic 
Way,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
W.  T.  Brunson,  Leonhardt  Building, 
Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  and  (B)  machinery, 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in,  or  in  connection  with,  the  construc¬ 
tion,  operation,  repair,  servicing,  main¬ 
tenance  and  dismantling  of  pipelines, 
including  the  stringing  and  picking  up 
thereof,  (l)  between  points  in  Kansas, 
and  Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Utah,  Arizona, 
that  part  of  Colorado  bounded  on  the 
north  by  U.  S.  Highway  50  and  on  the 
oast  by  U.  S.  Highway  285,  and  that  part 
of  New  Mexico  bounded  on  the  east  by 
U-  S.  Highway  285  and  on  the  south  by 

•  S.  Highway  60;  and  (2)  between 

>  points  in  Utah,  Arizona  and  that  part  of 

Colorado  bounded  on  the  north  by  U.  S. 

•  Highway  50  and  on  the  east  by  U.  S. 
Highway  285,  and  that  part  of  New  Mex- 

s  too  bounded  on  the  east  by  U.  S.  Highway 
^  and  on  the  south  by  U.  S.  Highway 

J  W;  (C)  pipe,  tubular  goods,  sucker  rods 


and  connections  therefor,  from  Pueblo, 
Colo.,  to  points  in  Utah,  Arizona,  and 
that  part  of  New  Mexico  bounded  on  the 
east  by  U.  S.  Highway  285  and  on  the 
south  by  U.  S.  Highway  60;  and  (D) 
machinery,  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  cormection  with 
mining,  milling  and  logging  operations, 
(1)  between  points  in  Utah,  Arizona, 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico,  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  and 
Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Utah,  Arizona,  Colorado, 
and  New  Mexico.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  similar  operations  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Oklahoma,  Kansas  and 
Texas. 

HEARING:  January  20,  1958,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
before  Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  8989  (Sub  No.  170) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  19, 1957,  HOWARD  SOBER.  INC., 
2400  West  St.  Joseph  Street,  P.  O.  Box 
1228,  Lansing,  Mich.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Albert  F.  Beasley,  Investment 
Building,  Washington  5,  D.  C.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Motor  vehicles,  with  or  without  motive 
power,  parts,  and  accessories,  moving 
with  or  in  subsequent  shipments  to  be 
used  with  prior  shipped  vehicles,  in  ini¬ 
tial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  Allentown,  Pa.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  and  damaged,  rejected  or 
returned  shipments  of  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  commodities  from  points  in  the 
United  States  to  Allentown,  Pa.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  the 
offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Thomas  F.  Kilroy. 

No.  MC  9895  (Sub  No.  95),  filed  No¬ 
vember  6.  1957,  R.  B.  “DICK”  WILSON, 
INC.,  East  45th  Avenue  at  Jackson  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Marion  F.  Jones,  Suite  526  Denham 
Building,  Denver  2,  Colo.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Acids  and 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a) 
between  points  in  Colorado  and  Wyo¬ 
ming;  and  (b)  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  South  Dakota.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  commodities 
other  than  those  applied  for  herein  in 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming. 

HEARING:  January  7,  1958,  at  the 
New  Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Harold  W.  Angle. 

No.  MC  16682  (Sub  No.  53),  filed  No¬ 
vember  15,  1957,  MURAL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  2900  Review  Avenue.,  Long  Island 
City  1,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  representative: 

5.  S.  Eisen,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York 

6,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Store  fixtures  and  store 
equipment,  uncrated,  between  points  in 
Illinois  (except  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points 
within  20  miles  of  Chicago),  Indiana 
(except  points  within  20  miles  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.),  Michigan,  Ohio,  Wisconsin, 
and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Applicant  is  author¬ 


ized  to  transport  similar  commodities 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1958,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  21684  (Sub  No.  15) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1957,  CHARLES  E.  DAN¬ 
BURY,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  97,  Williamsburg, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Jack  B. 
Josselson,  Atlas  Bank  Building,  Cincin¬ 
nati  2,  Ohio.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  other  than 
those  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
automobiles,  trailer  chassis,  and  acces¬ 
sories  and  equipment  therefor,  in  or  at¬ 
tached  to  the  transported  trailers,  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  seryice, 
from  Baton  Rouge,  La.  to  points  in  the 
United  States;  used  and  damaged  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  above,  on  return.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1958,  at  the 
Jung  Hotel,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lucian  A.  Jackson. 

No.  MC  29130  (Sub  No.  88) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1957.  THE  ROCK  ISLAND 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  OFFICE  ADDRESS:  139  West 
Van  Buren  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.;  PRIN¬ 
CIPAL  OPERATING  OFFICE  AD¬ 
DRESS:  Plymouth  Building,  10th  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  including  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  but  excluding  nitro¬ 
glycerin,  commodities  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  (1)  between 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Silvis,  Ill.,  from  Chi¬ 
cago  over  U.  S.  Highway  34  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  92,  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  92  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
2,  thence  over  Illinois  Highway  2  to 
Silvis,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Muscatine,  Iowa,  and  Eldon,  Iowa, 
from  Muscatine  over  U.  S.  Highway  61  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  92,  thence  over 
Iowa  Highway  92  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  1,  thence  over  Iowa  Highway  1  to 
junction  U.  S.  Highway  34,  thence  over 
U.  S.  Highway  34  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  16,  thence  over  Iowa  Highway  16  to 
Eldon,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  Columbus  Junction.  Cotter,  Ains¬ 
worth,  Washington,  Brighton,  and  Fair- 
field  as  intermediate  points,  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Letts,  Columbus  City, 
Pleasant  Plain,  and  Libertsrville;  (3)  be¬ 
tween  Eldon.  Iowa,  and  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  from  Eldon  over  Iowa  Highway  16 
to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  34,  thence 
over  U.  S.  Highway  34  to  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  63,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway 
63  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  163,  thence 
over  Iowa  Highway  163  to  Des  Moines, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
Ottumwa,  Oskaloosa,  Pella,  Otley,  Mon¬ 
roe,  and  Prairie  City  as  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  points  of  Evans 
and  Leighton;  and  (4)  between  Ot¬ 
tumwa,  Iowa  and  Oskaloosa.  Iowa,  from 
Ottumwa  over  Iowa  Highway  15  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  137,  thence  over  Iowa 
Highway  137  to  Oskaloosa,  and  return 
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over  the  same  route,  serving  Eddyville 
as  an  intermediate  point,  and  the  ofl- 
route  points  of  Givin  and  Beacon. 

Note:  Dual  operations  or  common  control 
may  be  Involved. 

PRE-HEARING  CONFERENCE: 
January  21,  1958,  at  the  offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  with  Examiner  R. 
Edwin  Brady  presiding.  At  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  it  is  contemplated 
that  the  following  matters  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed:  (1)  The  issues  generally  with  a 
view  to  their  simplification;  (2)  The  pos¬ 
sibility  and  desirability  of  agreeing  upon 
special  procedure  to  expedite  and  con¬ 
trol  the  handling  of  this  application,  in¬ 
cluding  the  submission  of  the  supporting 
and  opposing  shipper  testimony  by 
verified  statements;  (3)  The  time  and 
place  or  places  of  such  hearing  or  hear¬ 
ings  as  may  be  agreed  upon;  (4)  The 
number  of  witnesses  to  be  presented  and 
the  time  required  for  such  presentations 
by  both  applicant  and  protestants;  (5) 
The  practicability  of  both  applicant  and 
the  opposing  .carriers  submitting  in  writ¬ 
ten  form  their  direct  testimony  includ¬ 
ing:  (a)  Their  present  operating  author¬ 
ity;  (b)  Their  corporate  organization  if 
any,  ownership  and  control;  (c)  Their 
fiscal  data;  (d)  Their  ^uipment,  termi¬ 
nals,  and  other  facilities,  and  (e)  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers;  (6)  The  practicability 
and  desirability  of  all  parties  exchanging 
exhibits  covering  the  immediately  above- 
listed  matters  in  advance  of  any  hearing; 
(7)  Any  other  matters  which  will  serve 
to  expedite  or  simplify  the  hearing  or 
aid  the  Commission’s  handling  of  the 
application. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub  No.  109),  filed 
November  18,  1957,  DALLAS  &  MAVIS 
FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000  West 
Sample  Street,  South  Bend,  Ind.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Charles  Pieroni,  523 
Johnson  Building,  Muncie,  Ind.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Road 
building,  earth  moving  and  construction 
equipment,  and  parts  thereof  when  mov¬ 
ing  at  the  same  time  and  in  connection 
therewith,  between  Batavia,  N.  Y.,  and 
all  points  in  the  United  States  and  the 
Territory  of  Alaska.  Applicant  is  au-- 
thorized  to  transport  the  commodities 
specified  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1958,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Herbert  L.  Hanback. 

No.  MC  30042  (Sub  No.  15) ,  filed  July 
22,  1957,  JOHN  W.  PRESLEY,  doing 
business  as  SECURITY  TRUCKING  CO., 
P.  O.  Box  2497, 1211  North  Peoria,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney:  W.  T.  Brun¬ 
son,  Leonhardt  Building,  Oklahoma  City 
2,  Okla.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Machinery,  equip- 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
In  connection  with,  the  discovery,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  refining,  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  storage,  transmission 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and  pe¬ 
troleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products,  and  (B)  machinery,  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with,  the  construction,  op¬ 


eration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance 
and  dismantling  of  pipelines,  including 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  (1) 
between  points  in  Kansas,  and  Okla¬ 
homa,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Utah,  Arizona,  that  part  of 
Colorado  bounded  on  the  north  by  U.  S. 
Highway  50  and  on  the  east  by  U.  S. 
Highway  285,  and  that  part  of  New  Mex¬ 
ico  bounded  on  the  east  by  U.  S.  Highway 
285  and  on  the  south  by  U.  S.  Highway 
60;  (2)  between  points  in  Utah,  Arizona 
and  that  part  of  Colorado  bounded  on 
the  north  by  U.  S.  Highway  50  and  on 
the  east  by  U.  S.  Highway  285,  and  that 
part  of  New  Mexico  boimded  on  the  east 
by  U.  S.  Highway  285  and  on  the  south 
by  U.  S.  Highway  60;  (C)  pipe,  tubular 
goods,  sucker  rods  and  connections 
therefor,  from  Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  points  in 
Utah,  Arizona,  and  that  part  of  New 
Mexico  bounded  on  the  east  by  U.  S. 
Highway  285  and  on  the  south  by  U.  S. 
Highway  60;  and  (D)  machinery,  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with  mining,  milling  and 
logging  operations,  (1)  between  points  in 
Utah,  Arizona,  Colorado  and  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  and  (2)  between  points  in  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  and  Texas,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Utah,  Ari¬ 
zona,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  similar 
operations  in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  Montana,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Texas. 

HEARING:  January  20,  1958,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
before  Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  30900  (Sub  No.  10) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1957,  FILKINS  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY,  INC.,  471  Dalton 
Avenue,  Pittsfield,  Mass.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  L.  Mobley, 
Rooms  317-319  1694  Main  Street,  Spring- 
field  3,  Mass.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Sodium  phos¬ 
phates,  in  bulk,  in  covered  hopper-type 
motor  vehicles,  from  Adams,  Mass.,  to 
Paterson,  N.'J.,  and  (2)  Quicklime,  in 
bulk,  in  covered  hopper-type  or  dump 
motor  vehicles,  from  Adams,  Mass.,  to 
Au  Sable  Forks,  N.  Y.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Vermont. 

Note:  Duplication  with  present  authority 
to  be  eliminated.  ' 

HEARING:  January  27,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  and  Court  House  Build¬ 
ing,  Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner 
Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  31024  (Sub  No.  26),  filed  No¬ 
vember  22,  1957,  NEPTUNE  STORAGE, 
INC.,  55  Weyman  Avenue,  New  Rochelle, 
N.  Y.  Applicant’s  representative:  S. 
Sidney  Eisen,  140  Cedar  Street,  New 
York  6,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Photographic 
Machines  and  Equipment,  uncrated,  be¬ 
tween  Atlanta,  Ga.,  Birmingham,  Ala., 
Boston,  Mass.,  Charlotte,  N.  C.,  Chicago, 
Ill.,  Cincinnati  and  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
Dallas,  Houston,  and  San  Antonio.  Tex., 
Denver,  Colo.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  Hartford, 
Conn.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Jacksonville 


and  Miami,  Fla.,  Kansas  City  and  St 
Louis,  Mo.,  Los  Angeles  and  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  New  York 
and  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  Philadelphia  and 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  Portland, 
Oreg.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  Seattle’, 
Wash.,  and  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the 
one  hand  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States;  and  (2)  X-Ray  Ma¬ 
chines  and  Equipment,  uncrated,  be¬ 
tween  Cleveland,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  throughout  the  United 
States. 

HEARING:  January  23,  1958,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Isadore  Freidson. 

No.  MC  36060  (Sub  No.  18) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  12,  1957,  ROCHES'TER  CART¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  25  North 
Washington  Street,  Rochester,  N.  Y.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Robert  V.  Gianniny, 
25  Exchange  Street,  Rochester  14,  N.  Y. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Stainless  steel  and  glass  lined  tanks, 
from  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut  and  Rhode  Island.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  February  4,  1958,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Hartford,  Conn.,  be-^ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  321,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Allan  F.  Burroughs. 

No.  MC  44639  (Sub  No.  7),  filed  No¬ 
vember  13,  1957,  SAM  MAITA,  IRVING 
LEVIN  AND  ABE  LEVIN,  doing  business 
as  L.  &  M.  EXPRESS  CO.,  220  Ridge 
Road,  Lyndhurst,  N.  J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Herman  B.  J.  Weckstein,  1060 
Broad  Street,  Newark  2,  N.  J.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wearing  apparel  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  wear¬ 
ing  apparel,  between  Newark,  N.  J.,  and 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Orangeburg,  Walterboro, 
and  Summerville,  S.  C.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  similar  commod¬ 
ities  in  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub  No.  192),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  1957,  REFINERS  TRANSPORT 
&  TERMINAL  CORPORA'nON,  2111 
Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit  1,  Mich.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  as  defined  in  Maxwell 
Co.  Extension-Addyston,  63  M.  C.  C.  677, 
including  but  not  limited  to  liquid  dex- 
trins,  liquid  starch,  corn  oil,  corn  syruv 
and  steepwater,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Ohio,  Wisconsin,  and  to  Buffalo,  N. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transpat 
liquid  chemicals  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 
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HEARING:  February  4,  1958,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  50307  (Sub  No.  19),  filed  No¬ 
vember  12,  1957,  INTERSTATE  DRESS 
carriers,  INC.,  247  West  35th  Street, 
New  York,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Herman  B.  J.  Weckstein,  1060  Broad 
Street,  Newark  2,  N.  J.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Wearing 
apparel  and  material^  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  wearing  apparel, 
between  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  Hagers- 
'town,  Md.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Mary¬ 
land,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  Tennessee. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1958,  at  the 
OfiBces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Dallas  B.  Russell. 

No.  MC  50307  (Sub  No.  20) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  12,  1957,  INTERSTATE  DRESS 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  247  West  35th  Street, 
New  York,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Herman  B.  J.  Weckstein,  1060  Broad 
Street,  Newark  2,  N.  J.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wearing 
apparel  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  wearing  apparel, 
between  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  points 
within  twenty  miles  of  New  York,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Walterboro, 
Winnsboro  and  Pinewood,  S.  C.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  in  Maryland,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Tennessee. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  55811  (Sub  No.  35) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  16,  1957,  CRAIG  TRUCKING,  INC., 
Albany,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Howell  Ellis,  520  Illinois  Building,  Indi¬ 
anapolis,  Ind.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Starch  and  corn 
products,  from  Edinburg,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Ohio,  those  in  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan,  those  in  Iowa 
within  ten  (10)  miles  of  the  Illinois- 
lowa  State  line,  those  in  Missouri 
within  ten  (10)  miles  of  the  Missouri-Illi- 
nois  State  line,  those  in  Kentucky  within 
ten  (10)  miles  of  the  Kentucky-Ulinois 
State  line,  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State 
line  and  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line, 
those  in  West  Virginia  within  ten  (10) 
miles  of  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State 
line,  those  in  Pennsylvania  within  ten 
(10)  miles  of  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio 
State  line  and  Allegheny,  Beaver,  Butler, 
Lawrence,  Mercer  and  Washington 
Counties,  Pa.,  and  Jeannette,  Schenley 
and  South  Connellsville,  Pa.,  and  points 
within  ten  (10)  miles  of  Jeannette, 
Schenley  and  South  Connellsville,  Pa., 
and  Damaged  or  rejected  shipments  of 
the  above  commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant’s  attorney  advises  thdt  the 
com  products  proposed  to  be  transported  will 
be  products  of  the  Wet  Corn  Milling  Industry. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1958,  at  the 
U-  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel.  . 

No.  MC  55811  (Sub  No.  36),  filed  No¬ 
vember  14,  1957,  CRAIG  TRUCKING, 
No.  245 - 5 


INC.,  Albany,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Howell  Ellis,  520  Illinois  Building,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  and  ^- 
ticles  generally  sold  in  grocery  stores, 
and  such  materials  and  supplies  as  are 
used  or  useful  in  the  manufacture,  pack- » 
ing,  sale  and  shipping  thereof,  between 
points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St. 
Louis,  HI.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  1  M.  C.  C.  656,  and 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Ohio, 
those  in  the  lower  peninsula  of  Michigan, 
those  in  Iowa  within  ten  miles  of  the 
lowa-Illinois  State  line,  those  in  Mis¬ 
souri  within  10  miles  of  the  Missouri- 
Illinois  State  line,  those  in  Kentucky 
within  10  miles  of  the  Kentucky-Illinois 
State  line,  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State 
line  and  the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line, 
those  in  West  Virginia  within  10  miles 
of  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State  line,  in¬ 
cluding  points  in  Hancock,  Brooke  and 
Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  those  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  within  10  miles  of  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-Ohio  State  line,  and  in  Allegheny, 
Beaver,  Butler,  Lawrence,  Mercer,  and 
Washington  Counties,  Pa.,  and  Jeanette, 
Schenley,  and  South  Connellsville,  Pa., 
and  points  within  10  miles  of  Jeannette, 
Schenley,  and  South  Connellsville,  Pa. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Applicant  states  all  outbound  au¬ 
thority  requested  is  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only  between  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St. 
Louis,  Ill.  Commercial  Zone  and  points  in 
Indiana,  Ohio,  the  border  area  in  Kentucky, 
the  border  area  in  West  Virginia,  the  border 
area  in  Iowa,  and  the  border  area  in  Missotirl. 
Inbound,  the  same  commodity  description  is 
sought  from  all  origins  for  clarification  of 
applicant’s  authority.  Any  duplicate  au¬ 
thority  presently  held  by  applicant  outbound 
or  inbound  will  be  surrendered  for  cancella¬ 
tion,  one  of  the  purposes  of  this  application 
being  to  get  all  of  applicant’s  authority  be¬ 
tween  the  St.  Louis-East  St.  Louis  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  and  its  territory  consolidated  in 
one  portion  of  its  certificate. 

HEARING:  January  20, 1958,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  74846  (Sub  No.  44),  filed  No¬ 
vember  18,  1957,  LEWIS  G.  JOHNSON, 
West  Union  Ext.,  Newark,  N.  Y.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins, 
140  Cedar  Street,  New  York  6,  N.  Y.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  goods,  dry  cereal  preparations, 
and  empty  pallets  used  in  transporting 
the  commodities  specified,  between 
points  in  Wayne,  Ontario,  Yates,  Monroe 
and  Orleans  Counties,  N.  Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  West¬ 
chester  and  Nassau  Counties,  N.  Y.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  sim¬ 
ilar  commodities  in  Florida,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  87523  (Sub  No.  62) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1957,  FRANK  COSGROVE 


TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
393  Mystic  Avenue,  Medford,  Mass.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Mary  E.  Kelley,  84 
State  Street,  Boston  9,  Mass.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Synthetic  latex,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Acton,  Mass.,  to  Luke,  Md.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Vermont,  and  Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  and  Court  House  Build* 
ing,  Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner 
Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  87966  (Sub  No.  7),  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1957,  ELEVELD  CHICAGO 
FURNITURE  SERVICE,  INC.,  65  East 
28th  Street,  Chicago  16,  Ill.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Eugene  L.  Cohn,  One  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  2y»Ill.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Uncrated  new  furniture,  fixtures  and 
equipment  between  points  in  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill,,  Commercial  Zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission  in  1  M.  C,  C.  673,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States;  (2)  uncrated  rail¬ 
way  car  seats  and  furnishings  from  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Nebraska  and  Pennsylvania ;  and  (3)  un¬ 
crated  new  furniture  (a)  from  La  Porte, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  California,  Kansas, 
Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas;  (b) 
from  Peru,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Wis¬ 
consin;  (c)  from  Belvidere,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
and  Wisconsin;  (d)  Menominee,  Mich., 
to  points  in  the  United  States;  (e)  from 
Louisville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  Tennessee.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  similar  commod¬ 
ities  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Duplicating  authority  should  be 
eliminated. 

HEARING:  January  23, 1958,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  92709  (Sub  No.  4) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  29,  1957,  BLUE  RIBBON 

TRANSPORTA'nON  CO.,  INC.,  157 
Barton  Street,  Pawtucket,  R.  I.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Donald  Stahl,  1  State 
Street,  Boston  9,  Mass.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products  and  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts  as  described  by  the  Commission,  and 
other  than  those  in  bulk  or  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  (1)  between  Providence,  R.  I.,  and 
Quonset  Point,  R.  I.:  from  Providence 
over  U.  S.  Highway  1  to  Quonset  Point 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  intermediate  point  of  East  Green¬ 
wich,  R.  I.,  and  the  off-route  point  of 
Davisville,  R.  J.,  and  (2)  between  Pro¬ 
vidence,  R.  I.,  and  West  Warwick,  R.  I.: 
from  Providence  over  Rhode  Islsuid 
Highway  3  to  West  Warwick  and  return 
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over  the  same  route,  serving  the  ofif- 
route  point  of  Tiogue  Lake,  R.  I.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Massachusetts  and  Rhode 
Island. 

HEARING:  February  3,  1958,  in  Room 
308,  Main  Post  Office  Building,  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.  I.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  232, 
or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate,  before  Examiner  Allan  F. 
Borroughs. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub  No.  255),  filed 
September  12,  1957,  ELDON  MILLER, 
INC.,  330  East  Washington  Street,  Iowa 
City,  Iowa.  For  authority  to  operate  as 
9  common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Liquid  fish  solubles,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Louisiana,  Mississippi  and  Texas,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  and  Wisconsin. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  Nebraska,  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  Missouri^  Kansas,  Indiana,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Ohio,  Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Tennessee,  Michigan.  New  York, 
Texas,  North  and  South  Dakota,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Massachusetts.  Connecticut, 
Georgia,  Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  Ala¬ 
bama,  North  and  South  Carolina,  and 
Florida. 

HEARING:  January  28.  1958,  at  the 
Jung  Hotel,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before 
Examiner  Lucian  A.  Jackson. 

No.  MC  102690  (Sub  No.  1),  filed 
November  5,  1957,  FRANK  SIPOS,  463 
East  Ninth  Street,  Northampton.  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Herman  B,  J. 
Weckstein,  1060  Broad  Street,  Newark  2, 
N.  J.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Coal,  from  points  in  Schuylkill 
County,  Pa.,  and  Hazleton,  Pa.,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  Hazleton,  to 
points  in  the  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission  in 
1  M.  C.  C.  665.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  coal  from  points  in  Schuyl¬ 
kill  County,  Pa.,  to  Brooklyn  and  Corona, 
N.  Y.,  and  North  Bergen  and  Weehawken, 
N.  J. 

Note:  Any  duplication  of  authority  should 
be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  January  20.  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  98) .  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1957,  MORGAN  DRIVE-AWAY, 
INC.,  509  Equity  Building,  Elkhart,  Ind. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  John  E.  Lesow, 
3737  North  Meridian  Street,  Indianap- 
polis  8,  Ind.  For  authority  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trailers,  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
from  points  in  Kansas,  except  from  Cof- 
feyville,  Kans.,  and  points  within  ten 
miles  of  Coffeyville,  and  except  from 
Newton  and  Wichita,  Kans,,  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  except  to  Mt.  Clemens, 
Detroit,  and  Flint,  Mich.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  February  6,  1958,  at  the 
Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  100),  filed 
October  16,  1957,  MORGAN  DRIVE- 


AWAY,  INC.,  509  Equity  Building,  Elk¬ 
hart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John 
E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian  Street, 
Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
rmites,  transporting:  Prefabricated 
buildings,  complete,  knocked  down,  or  in 
section,  and  equipment  and  materials, 
incidental  to  the  erection  and  completion 
of  such  buildings  when  shipped  there¬ 
with,  from  Canaan,  Conn.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  of  Canaan,  to  points  in 
Massachusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Maine,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Delaware,  Pennsylvania, 
and  New  York;  and  rejected  shipments 
of  the  commodities  specified  and  equip¬ 
ment  incidental  to  the  handling  of  such 
commodities  on  return.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  prefabricated 
buildings  in  Alabama.  Arizona.  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee, 
Texas.  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  February  4,  1958,  in  the 
U.  S,  Court  Rooms,  Hartford,  Conn.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  101),  filed 
October  23,  1957.  MORGAN  DRIVE- 
AWAY,  INC.,  509  Equity  Building,  Elk¬ 
hart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  E. 
Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian  Street, 
Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles.  in  initial  movements,  in  truck¬ 
away  service,  from  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  to  points  in  the  United  States,  ex¬ 
cept  to  Mt.  Clemens,  Detroit,  and  Flint, 
Mich.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  similar  operations  throughout  the 
United  States. 

HEARING:  January  28,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  and  Court  House  Build¬ 
ing,  Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner 
Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  105920  (Sub  No.  6) ,  filed  July 
22.  1957,  THE  SQUAW  TRANSIT  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  Corporation,  P.  O.  Box  9415, 
5121  South  49th  West  Avenue,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney :  W.  T.  Brun¬ 
son,  Leonhardt  Building,  Oklahoma  City 
2,  Okla.  ,  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Machinery,  ^equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with,  the  discovery,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  refining,  manufac¬ 
turing,  processing,  storage,  transmission, 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products,  and  (B)  machinery,  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with,  the  construction,  op¬ 
eration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance 
and  dismantling  of  pipelines,  including 
•the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof, 
(1)  between  points  in  Kansas.  Neb;:aska, 
and  Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Utah,  Arizona, 
that  part  of  Colorado  bounded  on  the 
north  by  U.  S.  Highway  50  and  on  the 
east  by  U,  S.  Highway  285,  and  that  part 
of  New  Mexico  bounded  on  the  east  by 
U.  S.  Highway  285  and  on  the  south  by 


U.  S.  Highway  60;  (2)  between  points  In 
Utah,  Arizona  and  that  part  of  Colorado 
bounded  on  the  north  by  U.  S.  Highway 
50  and  on  the  east  by  U.  S.  Highway  285, 
and  that  part  of  New  Mexico  bounded 
on  the  east  by  U.  S,  Highway  285,  and 
on  the  south  by  U.  S.  Highway  60;  (C) 
pipe,  tubular  goods,  sucker  rods  and 
connections  therefor,  from  Pueblo,  Colo., 
to  points  in  Utah,  Arizona  and  that  part 
of  New  Mexico,  bounded  on  the  east  by 
U.  S.  Highway  285  and  on  the  south  by 
U.  S.  Highway  60;  (D)  machinery,  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in, 
or  in  connection  with  mining,  milling 
and  logging  operations,  (1)  between 
points  in  Utah,  Arizona.  Colorado,  and 
New  Mexico,  and  (2)  between  points  in 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Utah,  Arizona,  Colorado,  and  New 
Mexico.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  similar  operations  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  Any  duplication  with  present  au¬ 
thority  should  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  January  20,  1958,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
before  Examiner  C.  Evans  Brool^. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  89) .  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  7,  1957,  NATIONAL  TRAILER  CON¬ 
VOY,  INC.,  1916  North  Sheridan  Road 
(P.  O.  Box  896,  Dawson  Station) ,  Tulsa 
15,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney;  John  E. 
Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian  Street,  In¬ 
dianapolis  8,  Ind.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles, 
in  initial  movements,  in  truckaway  serv¬ 
ice,  from  points  in  Kansas,  except  from 
Coffeyville,  Kans.,  and  points  within  ten 
(10)  miles  thereof,  and  except  from  New¬ 
ton  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  except  to  Mt.  Clemens, 
Detroit,  and  Flint,  Mich.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  Trailers  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  February  6,  1958,  at  the 
Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  91),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  23.  1957,  NATIONAL  TRAILER 
CONVOY,  INC.,  1916  North  Sheridan 
Road  (P.  O.  Box  896,  Dawson  Station), 
Tulsa  15,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian 
Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  For  author¬ 
ity  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in  truck¬ 
away  service,  from  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  to  points  in  the  United  States,  ex¬ 
cept  to  Mt.  Clemens,  Detroit,  and  Flint 
Mich.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  Trailers  throughout  the  United 
States. 

HEARING:  January  28,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  and  Court  House  Build¬ 
ing,  Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner 
Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  106943  (Sub  No.  61),  filed  No¬ 
vember  4,  1957,  EASTERN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  f58  Cherry  Street,  Terre  Haute. 
Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  E.  Le- 
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sow,  3737  North  Meridian  Street,  Indian¬ 
apolis  8,  Ind.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  transporting:  Gen- 
eral  commodities,  except  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  livestock,  grain,  _  petroleum' 
products  in  bulk,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  (a)  be¬ 
tween  the  Bedford  Interchange  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Turnpike,  and  Baltimore, 
Md.,  from  the  Bedford  Interchange 
over  the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike  to  the 
Breezewood  Interchange,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  126  to  its  junction 
with  U.  S.  Highway  522  at  or  near  War- 
fordsburg.  Pa.,  thence  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  522  to  its  junction  with  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  40  at  or  near  Hancock,  Md.,  thence 
over  U.  S.  Highway  40  to  Hagerstown, 
Md.,  thence  over  Alternate  U.  S.  Highway 
40  to  its  junction  with  U.  S.  Highway  40 
west  of  Frederick,  Md.,  thence  over  U.  S. 
Highway  40  to  Baltimore  (also  over  U.  S. 
Highway  40  between  Hagerstown,  Md., 
and  junction  of  U.  S.  Highway  40  and 
Alternate  U.  S.  Highway  40  west  of 
Frederick,  Md.),  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  and  (b)  between  the  Bedford 
Interchange  of  the  Pennsylvania  Turn¬ 
pike  and  junction  U.  S.  Highway  30  and 
Pennsylvania  Highway  126  at  or  near 
Breezewood,  Pa.,  from  the  Bedford  In¬ 
terchange  over  U.  S.  Highw'ay  220  to 
Bedford,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  30, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  and  serving  Bed¬ 
ford,  Pa.,  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only, 
as  alternate  routes  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  service  routes  (1) 
between  Beaver  Dam,  Ohio,  and  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  (sixth  grant  in  Certificate  MC- 
106943),  and  (2)  between  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  (tenth  grant 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  106943),  and  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  alternate  route  be¬ 
tween  the  Carlisle  Interchange  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Turnpike  and  Baltimore, 
Md.,  (second  grant  in  Certificate  No.  MC 
106943,  Sub  No.  47) ;  (c)  between  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  and  the  Bedford  Interchange 
of  the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike,  from 
Pittsburgh  over  U.  S.  Highway  30  to 
Bedford,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  220, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points  and  serving  Bed¬ 
ford,  Pa.  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only, 
as  an  alternate  route  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  service  routes  (1) 
between  Beaver  Dam,  Ohio,  and  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  and  (2)  between  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Newark,  N.  J.,  (third  grant  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC  106943),  and  applicant’s 
authorized  alternate  route  between  the 
Bedford  Interchange  of  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Turnpike,  and  Lock  Haven,  Pa., 
(last  grant  in  Certificate  No.  MC  106943 
Sub  No.  47) ;  and  (d)  between  Scranton, 
Pa.,  and  Northumberland,  Pa.,  from 
Scranton  over  U.  S.  Highway  11  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
service  routes  (1)  between  West  Spring- 
field,  Pa.,  and  New  York,  N.  Y.,  (second 
grant  in  Certificate  MC  106943),  and 
(2)  between  Easton,  Pa.,  and  Lafayette, 
N.  Y.  (ninth  grant  in  Certificate  MC 
106943). 


■  HEARING:  February  5,  1958,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub  No.  260),  filed 
September  27,  1957,  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  290  University 
Avenue,  SW.,  Atlanta  10,  Ga.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Allan  Watkins,  Grant 
Building,  Atlanta  3,  Ga.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  and  meats,  packinghou§e  products 
and  dairy  products  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-45  Ap¬ 
pendix  1,  A  and  B,  from  Quartermaster 
Market  Center,  New  Orleans,  La.,  to 
Greenville  Air  Force  Base,  Miss.,  Little 
Rock  Air  Force  Base,  Jacksonville,  Ark., 
Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  Blytheville, 
Ark.,  Army-Navy  Hospital,  Hot  Springs, 
Ark.,  Pine  Bluff  Arsenal,  Pine  Bluff,  Ark., 
and  Memphis  Naval  Air  Station,  Mil¬ 
lington,  Tenn.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1958,  at  the 
Jung  Hotel,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lucian  A.  Jackson. 

No.  MC  108678  (Sub  No.  20),  filed 
November  4,  1957,  LIQUID  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  450  West  'Troy  Avenue,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney  : 
William  J.  Guenther,  1511-14  Fletcher 
Trust  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  lard,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Columbus,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Tennessee,  North  Carolina,  and  Georgia. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport  sim¬ 
ilar  commodities  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Michigan  and  Ohio,  and  other 
commodities  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Ohio,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING;  February  4,  1958,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

No.  MC  109435  (Sub  No.  6),  filed 
September  25,  1957,  ELLSWORTH 

BROS.  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  Drawer  J, 
Stroud,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Max  G.  Morgan,  443  American  National 
Building,  Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  asphalt,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Tulsa  and  Okmulgee,  Okla., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas,  Missouri 
and  Texas  within  200  miles  of  Fort 
Smith,  Ark.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  the  commodity  specified  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1958,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
before  Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  109637  (Sub  No.  62),  filed 
December  4,  1957,  GASOLINE  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  a  corporation,  4107  Bells 
Lane,  Louisville  11,  Ky.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 


and  petroleum  products.  In  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles,  between  Siloam  (Greenup 
County) ,  Ky.,  and  points  within  ten  (10) 
miles  of  Siloam,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Delaware, 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  North  Carolina,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Richard  H. 

No.  MC  110193  (Sub  No.  32),  filed 
November  25,  1957,  SAFEWAY  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  4625  West  55th  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  West  Washing¬ 
ton  Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  points  in  Massachusetts  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Ohio,  Wisconsin,  and  Denver, 
Colo.,  and  empty  containers  or  other  such 
incidental  facilities  used  in  transporting 
the  above  commodities  on  return.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Kansas,  Ohio,  Nebraska,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Illinois,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Massachusetts,  Iowa,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Colorado,  Minnesota,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Pennsylvania,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  Maine,  Wisconsin,  Arkansas, 
Michigan,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  and  Court  House  Build¬ 
ing,  Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner 
Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  111876  (Sub  No.  3).  filed  No¬ 
vember  20,  1957,  JERRY  S.  QUICK, 
Napanoch,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  F.  Leahey,  4  Liberty  Street, 
Poughkeepsie,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer, 
poultry  grits  and  poultry  calicides,  from 
Baltimore  and  Curtiss  Bay,  Md.,  to  Nap¬ 
anoch,  Ulster  County,  N.  Y.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  of  Napanoch.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  fertilizer  in 
New  Jersey  and  New  York. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before 
Examiner  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  111962  (Sub  No.  7),  filed 
September  9,  1957,  AMERICAN  TRANS¬ 
FER  &  STORAGE  COMPANY,  1040  North 
Lewis,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  W.  T.  Brunson,  Leonhardt  Building, 
Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla.  For  authority 
to  operatp  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used' in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  and  (B)^  Machinery, 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
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In  or  in  connection  with,  the  construc¬ 
tion,  operation,  repair,  servicing,  main¬ 
tenance  and  dismantling  of  pipe  lines, 
including  the  stringing  and  picking  up 
thereof,  between  points  in  Kansas  and 
Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Utah,  Arizona  and  that 
part  of  New  Mexico  bounded  on  the  east 
by  U.  S.  Highway  285  and  on  the  south 
by  U.  S.  Highway  60;  (C)  Pipe,  tubular 
goods,  sucker  rods  and  connections 
therefor,  from  Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  points 
in  Utah,  Arizona  and  that  part  of  New 
Mexico  bounded  on  the  east  by  U.  S. 
Highway  285  and  on  the  south  by  U.  S. 
Highway  60;  (D)  Machinery,  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with  mining,  milling  and 
logging  operations,  between  points  in 
Kansas  and  Oklahoma  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Utah,  Ari¬ 
zona  and  that  part  of  New  Mexico 
bounded  on  the  east  by  U.  S.  Highway 
285  and  on  the  south  by  U.  S.  Highway 
60.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  in  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Colorado,  Texas,  and  Missouri. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  seeks  only 
one  operating  right  and  agrees  that  any 
duplication  with  its  present  authority  shall 
merge. 

HEARING:  January  24,  1958,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
before  Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  112497  (Sub  No.  98),  filed 
September  9,  1957,  HEARIN  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  6440  Rawlins  Street,  Baton 
Rouge,  La.  For  authority  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Acids  and  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points  in 
Ascension  Parish,  La.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama. 
Arkansas,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  commodities  specified  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas,  and  other  commodities  in  each  of 
those  states  and  the  states  of  California, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Missouri, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  and 
South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  January  27,  1958,  at  the 
Jung  Hotel,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before 
Examiner  Lucian  A.  Jackson. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub  No.  18),  filed 
October  29,  1957,  SOUTH  STATE  OIL 
CO.,  a  Corporation,  New  Quincy  Road, 
P.  O.  Box  161,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  713-17 
Professional  Building,  Jacksonville  2, 
Fla.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Liquid  naval  stores,  naval  stores 
products  and  products  and  by  products 
derived  or  manufactured  therefrom,  in¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to,  rosin,  molten, 
printing  ink  or  otherwise ;  resin,  resinous 
compounds,  and  resinous  oils,  synthetic 
or  otherwise ;  surface  coating  resin  com¬ 
pounds;  ester  gum,  in  solution  or  other¬ 
wise;  gum  turpentine,  pinene;  tall  oil  and 
tall  oil  products;  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Pensacola,  Fla.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana:,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Texas. 


Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1958,  at  the 
Jung  Hotel,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before 
Examiner  Lucian  A.  Jackson. 

No.  MC  112595  (Sub  No.  12),  filed  De¬ 
cember  2, 1957,  FORD  BROTHERS,  INC., 
P.  O.  Box  419,  2940  South  Third  Street, 
Ironton,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Chas.  T.  Dodrill,  600  Fifth  Avenue,  Hunt¬ 
ington,  W.  Va.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.  C.  C.  209,  294,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  Siloam, 
Greenup  County,  Ky.,  and  points  within 
10  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Delaware,  Georgia, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
North  Carolina,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  OflBce  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Richard  H. 
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No.  MC  113779  (Sub  No.  61),  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1957,  YORK  INTERSTATE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  9020  La  Porte  Ex¬ 
pressway,  Houston  17,  Tex.  For  author¬ 
ity  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular'  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals  and  washing  compounds,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chicago,  Ill., 
to  points  in  Texas;  and  rejected  or  con¬ 
taminated  shipments  of  the  commodities 
specified,  on  return.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  similar  commodi¬ 
ties  in  all  states  in  the  United  States  ex¬ 
cept  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  York,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  23, 1958,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal' 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub  No.  17) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  18,  1957,  REFRIGERATED 

FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  8  Common¬ 
wealth  Pier,  Boston  10,  Mass.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  James  Michael  Walsh 
(same  address).  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to  Cincinnati,  Cleveland, 
and  Dayton,  Ohio.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  24,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  OflBce  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  59,  or,  if 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 


No.  MC  114502  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1957,  CHARLES  D.  EVANS,  . 
doing  business  as  EVANS  STEEL  DRUM 
COMPANY,  325  North  Cortez  Street,  New 
Orleans,  La.  For  authority  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Steel  containers  between 
Orleans  and  Jeflferson  Parishes,  La.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  and  Florida.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  Alabama, 
Louisiana,  and  Mississippi. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1958,  at  the 
Jung  Hotel,  New  Orleans,  La.,  before 
Examiner  Lucian  A.  Jackson. 

No.  MC  115606  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1957,  NORTH  CREEK 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  North  Creek,  N.  Y. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  John  J.  Brady, 
Jr.,  75  State  Street,  Albany  7,  N.  Y.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Rough  lumber,  ( 1 )  from  points  in  Essex, 
Warren,  Herkimer,  Onondaga,  Otsego, 
Lewis,  Washington,  Delaware,  Franklin, 
Hamilton,  Saratoga,  and  Madison  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.  Y.,  and  from  points  in  Vermont 
and  Massachusetts,  to  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Virginia,  Ohio,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee, 
Michigan,  Indiana,  and  New  York;  (2) 
from  points  in  Rensselaer,  Washington 
and  Saratoga  Counties,  N.  Y.,  to  points 
in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Maine,  Vermont,  and  Rhode  Is¬ 
land;  (3)  from  the  international  border 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
at  or  near  the  ports  of  entry  of  Rouses 
Points,  Champlain,  and  Cornwall,  N.  Y., 
to  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  Rhode  Island;  (4)  from 
points  in  Ohio  to  points  in  New  York; 
and  (5)  from  points  in  Virginia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Maryland 
to  points  in  New  York,  Massachusetts, 
and  New  Hampshire. 

Note:  Applicant  Is  authorized  to  conduct 
contract  carrier  operations  in  Permit  No. 
MC  114411.  It  has  filed  a  Form  BOR-96  ap¬ 
plication  for  motor  carrier  certificate  in 
lieu  of  permit,  assigned  Docket  No.  MC 
114411  (Sub  No.  1),  which  is  pending  before 
the  Commission. 

HEARING:  January  23,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  116008  (Sub  No.  9),  filed 
November  25.  1957,  ARCHIE’S  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INCORPORATED,  316  East 
Sixth  Street,  Richmond  24,  Va.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Herbert  Baker,  50  West 
Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  products,  from  Roanoke 
Rapids,  N.  C.,  to  Middletown,  Ohio,  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  the 
OflBces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Donald  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  116008  (Sub  No.  10),  filed 
November  26,  1957,  ARCHIE’S  MOTOR 
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freight,  incorporated,  316  East 
Sixth  Street,  Richmond  24,  Va.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Glenn  P.  Morgan,  1006- 
1008  Warner  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.  C.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier',  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chlorine,  in  containers, 
from  Hopewell,  Va.,  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
and  Pennsylvania,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  svnh  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  Chlorine 
on  return.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  North  Carolina,' Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virgina,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  the 
OflBces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Donald  Sutherland. 

No.  MC  116062  (Sub  No.  9),  filed 
May  27,  1957,  CALIFORNIA  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1701  Vinewood,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  John  W.  Carlisle, 
422  Perry  Brooks  Building,  Austin  1, 
Tex.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wine,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  California  to 
points  in  Kansas. 

HEARING:  February  10.  1958,  at  the 
Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita>  Kans.,  before 
Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  116647  (Sub  No.  1).  filed 
November  1,  1957,  CARL  B.  UEBENOW,  • 
Cummington,  Mass.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Edmund  R.  St.  John,  Jr.,  Greylock 
National  Bank  Building,  Adams,  Mass. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  .routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lime  and  limestone,  from  Lee  and 
West  Stockbridge,  Mass.,  to  points  in 
Hillsboro  and  Cheshire  Counties,  N.  H., 
and  Windham  and  Bennington  Counties, 
Vt. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  OfiQce  and  Court  House  Build¬ 
ing,  Boston,  Mass.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  189,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives 
its  right  to  participate,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  116756  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  18,  1957,  R.  GLEN  MEARS  & 
COMPANY,  (Del.  Corp.),  Stein  Highway, 
Seaford,  Del.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Limestone,  as  may 
be  considered  a  poultry  feed  ingredient, 
from  Texas,  Md.,  to  the  plant  site  of 
General  Mills,  Inc.,  Seaford,  Del.;  phos¬ 
phate,  as  may  be  considered  a  poultry 
feed  ingredient,  from  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
to  the  plant  site  of  General  Mills,  Inc., 
Seaford,  Del.;  poultry  by-products,  as 
may  be  considered  poultry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  from  Bishop,  Md.,  to  the  plant 
site  of  General  Mills,  Inc.,  Seaford,  Del.; 
poultry  feed,  from  the  plant  site  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Mills,  Inc.,  Seaford,  Del.,  to  points  in 
Accomac  County,  Va.,  and  points  in 
Gloucester  County,  N.  J. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Dallas  B.  Russell. 

No.  MC  116797  (Sub  No.  2) ,  (CORREC¬ 
TION),  published  on  page  9560  issue 


November  28, 1957,  filed  October  22, 1957, 
A.  E.  CARTER,  doing  business  as 
SOUTHERN  PINE  EXPRESS,  U.  S. 
Highway  52,  Gold  Hill,  N.  C.  The  last- 
named  commodity  in  the  previous  publi¬ 
cation  reading :  Animal  and  poultry  feed 
ingredients,  should  also  include  animal 
and  poultry  feed,  which  latter  commodity 
was  inadvertently  omitted  from  the  first 
notice  of  publication.  Correctly  stated 
the  commodities  sought  to  be  transported 
from  Marion,  Ohio,  to  the  site  of  Maegeo 
Farms,  Inc.,  near  Lexington,  N.  C.,  are: 
Animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients  and 
animal  and  poultry  feed. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  8, 1958,  at  the  Ndrth  Carolina  Util¬ 
ities  Commission,  State  Library  Building, 
Morgan  Street,  Raleigh,  N.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Michael  B.  Driscoll. 

No.  MC  116865  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  No¬ 
vember  14,  1957,  LAWRENCE  J.  FRAT- 
TALONE,  doing  business  as  LARRY’S 
'TRUCKING,  4  Harold  Avenue,  Green¬ 
wich,  Conn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Joseph  A.  Izzillo,  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Greenwich,  Conn.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Sand,  gravel  and  fill,  from  Armonk  and 
Bedford,  N.  Y.,  to  Greenwich,  Conn. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  trips  are  to 
terminate  at  the  Standard  Asphalt,  Inc., 
plant  site  in  Byram  in  Greenwich. 

HEARING:  February  5,  1958,  at  the 
r  U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Hartford,  Conn.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  116951,  filed  September  25, 
1957,  H.  P.  STEELE,  Box  335,  Elkhart 
(Morton  County) ,  Kans.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  C.  Zimmerman,  503  Schweiter 
Building,  Wichita  2,  Kans.  For  author¬ 
ity  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Drilling 
mud,  drilling  mud  products  and  drilling 
mud  fibres,  between  points  in  Kansas  on 
and  west  of  U.  S.  Highway  83  and  on  and 
south  of  U.  S.  Highway  50  and  points  in 
Cimarron,  Texas,  and  Beaver  Counties, 
Okla.,  points  in  Dallam,  Sherman,  Hans¬ 
ford,  Ochiltree,  and  Lipscomb  Counties, 
Texas,  points  in  Union  County,  New 
Mexico,  and  points  in  Prowers  and  Baca 
Counties,  Colo. 

HEARING:  February  7,  1958,  at  the 
Hotel  Lassen,  Wichita,  Kans.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Reece  Harrison. 

No*.  MC  117036,  filed  November  13, 
1957,  HAROLD  M.  KELLY,  R.  D.  6,  York, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Norman  T. 
Petow,  43  North  Duke  Street,  York,  Pa. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Brick,  clay  products,  and  concrete 
building  units,  from  points  in  Oxford 
Township,  Adams  County,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  New  York  (except  New  York  City), 
New  Jersey  (except  those  points  on  and 
north  of  New  Jersey  Highway  33),  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  Virginia,  Ohio,  and  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  empty  container  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  commodities 
specified  in  this  application  on  return. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1958,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  C.  Evans  Brooks. 


No.  MC  117038,  filed  November  14, 
1957,  L.  S.  GILLIGAN  CORP.,  622  Wash¬ 
ington  Street,  Weymouth  88,  Mass.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fertilizer,  in  dry  bulk,  from  Weymouth, 
Mass.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Rhode  Island,  and  Con¬ 
necticut.  Cement,  in  dry  bulk,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
and  Rhode  Island;  and  (2)  from  points 
in  New  York  on  and  east  of  U.  S.  High¬ 
ways  9  and  9W  to  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  Hampshire,  and  Maine. 
Grain,  in  dry  bulk,  between  points  in 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island  an^ 
Maine. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  and  Court  House  Build¬ 
ing,  Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner 
Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  117045,  filed  November  19, 
1957,  WALTER  GAGNE,  32  Octave 
Street,  Victoriaville,  Quebec,  Canada. 
Applicant’s  representative:  L.  R.  Char- 
ron.  Customs  Broker,  4-B  Boulevard, 
Carignan,  Victoriaville,  Quebec,  Canada. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery,  from  New 
Holland,  Lancaster  County,  Pa.,  to  ports 
of  entry  on  the  international  boundary 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  in  New  York,  Vermont,  and  New 
Hampshire. 

Note:  Shipments  destined  to  Quebec,  Can¬ 
ada. 

HEARING:  January  24,  1958,  at  the 
Washington  County  Court  House,  Mont¬ 
pelier,  Vt.,  before  Examiner  Allan  F. 
Borroughs. 

No.  MC  117056,  filed  November  25. 1957, 
C.  FULTON  McMASTER  and  LAVONA 
M.  McMASTER,  doing  business  as  L  &  F 
TRUCK  LINE,  2805  Quitman  Street, 
Denver  12,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Russell  H.  Wilson,  1800  13th  Street,  Des 
Moines  14,  Iowa.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pre-cut  unassem¬ 
bled  homes  and  garages  (not  pre-fab) 
from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Colorado,  except  Denver,  and  those 
in  that  part  of  Nebraska  west  of  U.  S. 
Highway  81,  and  rejected  and  broken 
shipments  of  the  above  commodities  on 
return. 

HEARING:  January  31,  1958,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  117057,  filed  November  21, 
1957,  PRINCEVILLE  TRANSPORT 
ENRG.,  St.  Louis  Street,  Princeville, 
Quebec,  Canada.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Veneer  and  ply¬ 
wood,  on  skids,  from  the  port  of  entry, 
at  the  boundary  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  at  or  near  North 
Troy,  Vt.,  to  Hancock,  Vt.,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  facil¬ 
ities  used  in  transporting  the  commodi¬ 
ties  specified,  on  return. 

HEARING:  January  24,  1958,  at  the 
Washington  County  Court  House,  Mont- 
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pelier,  Vt.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  188, 
or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate,  before  Examiner  Allan  F. 
Borroughs. 

No.  MC  117064,  filed  November  27, 
1957,  FRANCIS  W.  MAHAFFAY,  doing 
business  as  HI-WAY  TOWING  SERV¬ 
ICE,  11025  South  Harlem  Avenue,  Worth, 
Ill.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  IVeio  and  used  tractors,  and 
wrecked  and  disabled  trucks,  automo¬ 
biles,  trailers,  semi-trailers,  tractors, 
buses  and  other  motor  vehicle  equip¬ 
ment,  in  secondary  movements,  in  truck- 
away  and  driveaway  (towaway)  service, 
between  all  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Indiana,  and  Michigan. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  new  and  used 
tractors  wlU  be  transported  between  the 
above-specified  points  to  replace  the  dis¬ 
abled  and  wrecked  vehicles. 

HEARING:  January  21,  1958,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  117067,  filed  December  2,  1957, 
SIDNEY  GILBERT,  CHARLES  PELLI- 
CANE  AND  JOHN  LeBARBERA,  doing 
business  as  INTER-METRO  TRUCKING 
CO.,  768  Jersey  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.  J. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City  6, 
N.  J.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  New  furniture,  uncrated,  (1) 
from  Danbury,  Conn.,  to  Paramus,  N.  J.; 
and  (2)  from  Paramus,  N.  J.,  to  points  in 
Orange,  Rockland,  Westchester,  Nassau 
and  Suffolk  Counties,  N.  J.,  and  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

HEARING:  January  22,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before 
Examiner  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No  MC  110616  (Sub  No.  3),  filed 
November  27,  1957,  HAMPTON  BUS  CO., 
INC.,  2900  Madison  Street  NE.,  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  round-trip  charter  op¬ 
erations,  beginning  and  ending  at  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa,  and  points  within  fifty  (50) 
miles  thereof,  and  extending  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Washington,  and  Wyoming.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
Passengers  and  their  baggage  in 
Connecticut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Dakota,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  January  30,  1958,  at  the 
Federal  OflBce  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  116552  (Sub  No.  1),  (COR- 
RE(jnON)  filed  July  30,  1957,  GUY  L. 


EMBREE,  LULA  M.  EMBREE,  GLENN  L. 
EMBREE,  CAROL  EMBREE  PENDELL, 
GUY  WESTON  EMBREE,  AND  ALVIN 
G.  EMBREE,  doing  business  as  EMBREE 
BUSES,  303  North  Allen  Avenue,  Pasa¬ 
dena,  Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Reuel 
L.  Olson,  Suite  22,  3848  East  Colorado 
Street,  Pasadena,  Calif.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle 
and  in  separate  vehicles,  in  charter  oper¬ 
ations,  beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Los  Angeles,  Orange,  San  Diego,  Ven¬ 
tura,  and  Santa  Barbara  Counties,  Calif., 
and  extending  to  points  in  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Colorado;  Utah,  and  Neva(la. 

Note:  The  previous  notice  of  the  subject 
application  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  September  11,  1957,  at  page 
7261,  indicated  proposed  operations  would  be 
those  of  a  common  carrier.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney  advises  in  a  letter  dated  December 
6,  1957,  that  operations  will  be  performed 
as  a  contract  carrier. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  16,  1958,  at  the  Federal  Building, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  before  Examiner  F. 
Roy  Linn. 

No.  MC  116966,  filed  September  30, 
1957,  (CORRECTION)  published  issue 
November  28,  1957,  at  page  9562,  E.  F. 
CALLAWAY,  doing  business  as  R  &  G 
MOTOR  LINES,  212  Brookhaven  Drive, 
Covington,  Ga.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and' 
their  baggage,  and  light  express,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  Rome,  Ga.,  and  Gadsden,  Ala., 
over  U.  S.  Highway  411,  serving  the  in¬ 
termediate  points  of  Cave  Spring,  Ga., 
and  Centre,  Ala. ;  (2)  Between  Rome,  Ga., 
and  Centre,  Ala.,  from  Rome  over  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  20  to  the  Georgia-Alabama 
State  line,  thence  over  Alabama  High¬ 
way  9  to  Centre,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Coosa,  Ga.,  and  Cedar  Bluff, 
Ala.;  and  (3)  Between  Leesburg,  Ala,, 
and  Lawrence,  Ala.,  from  Leesburg  over 
Alabama  Highway  68  to  Gaylesville,  Ala., 
thence  over  Alabama  Highway  35  to 
Lawrence,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
Gaylesville  and  Cedar  Bluff,  Ala. 

HEARING:  January  16,  1958,  at  680 
West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta.  Ga., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  157,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Michael  B, 
Driscoll. 

No.  MC  116981,  filed  October  7,  1957, 
SARATOGA  BUS  SERVICE,  INC.,  Ex¬ 
celsior  Avenue,  Saratoga  Springs,  N.  Y. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  George  F.  Perkins, 
444  Broadway,  Saratoga  Springs,  N.  Y. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  New  York,  and  extending  to 
points  in  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
Maine,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Pennsylvania,  and  New 
Jersey. 

HEARING:  January  17,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 


No.  MC  116994  (CORRECTION) ,  filed 
October  21,  1957,  published  at  Page  9563, 
issue  of  November  28,  1957,  KEEL  H. 
BROWN  AND  ALFRED  BROWN,  a  part¬ 
nership,  doing  business  as  BROWN  & 
BROWN,  Atmore,  Ala.  Applicant  re¬ 
quested  authority  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier  transporting  passengers  who 
are  employees  of  Chemstrand  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  Gonzalez,  Fla.,  over  a  specified 
regular  route  between  Frisco  City,  Ala., 
and  Gonzalez,  serving  no  intermediate  % 
points.  Additional  information  discloses 
applicant  will  SERVE  ALL  INTERME¬ 
DIATE  POINTS. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  Jan¬ 
uary  21,  1958,  at  the  U.  S.  Court  Rooms, 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  98,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Michael  B.  Driscoll. 

APPLICATIONS  FOR  BROKERAGE  LICENSES 

No.  MC  12670,  filed  November  7.  1957, 
JOHN  ANTHONY  MANGO,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  CAPRI  TRAVEL  AGENCY.  33 
Willow  Street,  Johnson  City,  N.  Y.  For 
a  License  (BMC  5)  to  engage  in  opera¬ 
tions  as  a  broker  at  Johnson  City,  N.  Y., 
in  arranging  for  the  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  of  groups  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  the  same  vehicle,  in 
charter  operations,  beginning  and  ending 
at  Johnson  City,  N.  Y.,  and  extending  to 
points  in  California  and  Florida, 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  essential  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  operations  is  to  organize  charter 
parties  for  tours  of  places  of  public  and 
historical  interest. 

HEARING:  January  20,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Allan  F.  Borroughs. 

No.  MC  12671,  filed  November  18. 
1957,  HAROLD  E.  McCLURE,  doing 
business  as  HAROLD’S  TOURS  TRAVEL 
BUREAU,  P.  O.  Box  1955,  Cincinnati  1, 
Ohio.  For  a  License  (BMC  5)  to  engage 
in  operations  as  a  broker  at  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  in  arranging  for  the  transporta¬ 
tion  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  of  passengers  and 
groups  of  passengers,  and  their  baggage, 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
special  or  charter  operations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
points  within  100  miles  thereof,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  January  29,  1958,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or,  if 
the  Joint  Board  w’aives  its  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  before  Examiner  Leo  A.  Riegel. 

Petitions 

No.  MC  105146  (Sub  No.  1),  (PETI¬ 
TION)  filed  November  26.  1957,  CO¬ 
ORDINATED  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  1640-44  Irving  Boulevard, 
Dallas  7,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
Clarence  D.  Todd  and  Charles  W.  Singer, 
1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington  6, . 
D.  C.  By  Certificate  dated  January  16, 
1947,  applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  as  a  common  carrier,  in  the 
transportation  of  General  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  between  Piqua 
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and  Junction  City,  Kans.,  and  various 
points  in  Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas,  named  in  said  Certificate, 
limited  (a)  to  service  which  is  auxiliary 
to,  or  supplemental  of,  the  rail  service  of 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  and  its  subsidiary  Missouri-Kansas- 
Texas  Railroad  Company  of  Texas,  (b) 
to  service  only  to  points  which  are 
stations  on  the  rail  lines  to  those  com¬ 
panies,  and  (c)  to  less-than-carload 
shipments  which  move  under  railroad 
bills  of  lading.  The  purpose  of  this 
petition  is  to  eliminate  the  above-condi¬ 
tions  in  connection  with  the  above  route, 
between  Piqua  and  Junction  City,  Kans. 

No.  MC  114001.  Petition  for  Interpret 
tation  and  Declaratory  Order,  OHIO 
NORTHERN  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  750 
Andrews  Avenue,  Youngstown,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  John  P.  McMahon 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Petitioner 
holds  Certificate  No.  MC  114001,  wherein 
it  is  authorized,  in  part,  to  transport: 
Metal,  metal  products,  asphalt,  roofing 
cement,  and  prepared  roofing  materials, 
from  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  30,  and,  on  and  east  of  Ohio  High¬ 
way  13  to  points  in  that  part  of  Michi¬ 
gan  east  of  U.  S.  Highway  27  and,  on 
and  south  of  Michigan  Highway  20  and 
south  of  Saginaw  Bay;  from  Monroe, 
Mich.,  and  points  in  Wayne  County, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Michigan  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.  S.  Highway  23  to  Upper  Sandusky, 
Ohio,  thence  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Upper  Sandusky,  Ohio,  and 
extending  along  U.  S.  Highway  30N  to 
Mansfield,  Ohio,  and  thence  along  U.  S. 
Highway  30  to  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  line.  Petitioner  requests  that  the 
matter  be  assigned  for  oral  hearing,  the 
authority  interpreted,  and  an  order  be 
entered  declaring  that  it  may  properly 
transport  carburetors,  spark  coils,  dis¬ 
tributors,  generators,  electric  switches 
and  parts,  pumps,  spark  plugs,  electric 
motors,  and  powdered  iron,  within  the 
territorial  scope  of  the  metal  and  metal 
products  authority  authorized  in  said 

No.  MC  115621  (Sub  No.  4),  (PETI¬ 
TION  TO  AMEND  APPLICATION) 
ROCKY  MOUNTAIN  MOBILE  HOME 
TOWING  SERVICE,  INC.,  621  South 
Perry  Street,  Denver  19,  Colo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorneys:  Truman  A.  Stockton, 
Jr.,  and  John  H.  Lewis,  The  1650  Grant 
Street  Building,  Denver  3,  Colo.  Under 
date  of  July  19, 1957,  a  Form  BMC  78  ap¬ 
plication  was  filed  seeking  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Mobile  homes 
(trailer  houses),  in  initial  movements, 
from  Limon,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa,  Kansas,  Texas,  Missouri,  Nebras¬ 
ka.  Iowa,  South  Dakota,  Montana,  Wy¬ 
oming,  Utah,  New  Mexico,  Minnesota, 
and  Colorado,  and  damaged  and  rejected 
shipments  of  the  commodities  on  return. 
The  petition  seeks  to  add  Stratton,  Colo., 
as  an  additional  origin  point.  Hearing 
on  the  application  as  originally  filed  is 
assigned  January  15,  1958,  at  the  New 
Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  before 
Examiner  Harold  W.  Angle. 


Applications  in  Which  Handling  Wixh- 
oxn  Oral  Hearing  is  Requested 

MOTOR  carriers  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  9140  (Sub  No.  7) ,  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  4,  1957,  W.  DON  MAURER,  doing 
business  as  DON  MAURER  TRUCK 
LINE,  523  First  Avenue  East,  Spencer, 
Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney :  Wallace  W. 
Huff,  310-314  Security  Bank  Building, 
Sioux  City  1,  Iowa.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Agricultural 
machinery,  implements  and  parts,  and 
farm  machinery  and  parts,  from  West 
Bend,  Wis.,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa.  ‘Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  in' Illinois,  Iowa,  and  Ne- 

No.  MC  98513  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  No¬ 
vember  14,  1957,  NORMAN  J.  REZNY 
AND  NORMAN  B.  SLEPICKA,  doing 
business  as  CRETE- WILBER  FREIGHT 
LINES,  Box  698,  Wilber,  Nebr.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  J.  Max  Harding,  IBM 
Building,  605  South  13th  Street,  Lincoln 
8,  Nebr.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  serving  the  off -route 
points  of  Roca,  Martell,  Sprague,  Hallam, 
Denton,  and  Kramer,  Nebr.,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regular 
route  operations  between  Wilber  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  over  Nebraska  Highways 
82  and  33  and  U.  S.  Highway  77.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Iowa  and  Nebraska. 

No.  MC  107376  (Sub  No.  7),  filed  De¬ 
cember  4.  1957,  TELISCHAK  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  12300  Farmington  Road, 
Livonia,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  B.  Elmer,  2606  Guardian  Build¬ 
ing,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting :  Rubber  gaskets, 
burlap  diapers,  soap  (25  lb.  pails),  steel 
bolts,  nuts  and  washers,  steel  blind 
flanges,  cast  iron  or  steel  manhole  covers, 
cast  iron  or  steel  manhole  arches,  cast 
iron  or  steel  blow-off  bends,  asbestos  gas¬ 
kets,  lead  gaskets  and  cast  iron  lugs,  used 
in  or  in  connection  with  the  installation, 
construction,  maintenance  or  repair  of 
concrete  high  pressure  water  pipe  lines, 
from  Dearborn,  Mich,  (not  including  the 
commercial  zone  thereot),  to  points  in 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  and  dam¬ 
aged  and  refused  shipments  of  the  com¬ 
modities  specified  on  return.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  pipe  and  pipe¬ 
laying  equipment  and  machinery  in 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and 
Kentucky. 

Note:  Applicant  states  It  has  a  recom¬ 
mended  grant  of  authority  for  high  pressure 
concrete  water  pipe  and  desires  to  transport 
the  commodities  applied  for  herein  In  con¬ 
nection  with  such  authority. 

No.  MC  113524  (Sub  No.  12),  filed  De¬ 
cember  3, 1957,  JAMES  F.  BLACK,  doing 
business  as  PARKVILLE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  3618  Pulaski  Highway,  Bal¬ 
timore,  Md.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Dale 
C.  Dillon,  1825  Jefferson  Place  NW., 
Washington  6,  D.  C.  For  authority  to 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
coke  (dry  fluid  coke)  in  bulk.  In  covered- 
hopper  vehicles,  from  the  site  of  the 
Tidewater  Oil  Company  refinery  near 
Delaware  City,  Del.,  to  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

No.  MC  114004  (Sub  No.  15),  filed  No¬ 
vember  8,  1957,  ARKANSAS  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  862  Baseline  Road,  (P.  O.  Box 
1715) ,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Ed  E.  Ashbaugh,  902  Wallace 
Building,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  For  author-  • 
ity  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in  truck- 
away  service,  excluding  utility  rental 
trailers,  from  Kearney,  Nebr.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  of  Kearney,  to  all  points 
in  the  United  States  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  except  to  Mt.  Clemens,  De¬ 
troit,  and  Flint,  Mich.;  and  damaged  or 
refused  trailers  on  return  movements. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  throughout  the 
United  States. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a  (b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice^ 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  section 

5  (a)  and  210a  (b)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  certain  other  pro¬ 
cedural  matters  with  respect  thereto  (49 
CFR  1.240). 

motor  carriers  of  property 

No.  MC-F  6749,  published- in  the  No¬ 
vember  14,  1957,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  page  9100.  Supplemental 
application  filed  December  9,  1957,  to 
show  joinder  of  MATTHEW  LEO  Mc- 
KEONE,  SR.,  ALBERT  JOSEPH  Mc- 
KEONE,  and  JOSEPH  JAMES  Mc- 
KEONE,  all  of  1009  Capital  Avenue, 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  MATTHEW  LEO 
McKEONE,  JR.,  300  Charlotte  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  as  the  persons  in  con¬ 
trol  of  vendee. 

No.  MC-F  6773.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MILES  &  SONS  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  Highway  99  North  (P.  O.  Box 
859),  Merced,  fcalif.,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  property  of  W.  W.  MILES  and 
PAT  L.  NOLET,  doing  business  as  MILES 

6  SONS  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  Highway 
99  North,  (P.  O.  Box  859) ,  Merced.  Calif., 
and  for  acquisition  by  W.  W.  MILES  and 
PAT  L.  NOLET,  both  of  Merced,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  and  property  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Berol  and  Silver,  100  Bush  Street,  Room 
1410,  San  Francisco  4,  Calif.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities,  moving  on  government 
bills  of  lading,  with  certain  exceptions  in¬ 
cluding  household  goods  and  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
irregular  routes,  between  the  Sacramento 
Signal  Corps  Deport  near  Polk,  Calif.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Oakland, 
Calif.,  and  from  Sharpe  General  Depots 
at  or  near  Lathrop  and  Lyoth,  Calif.,  to 
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Oakland,  Calif.;  fruits,  grapes,  barrels, 
dried  fruit,  dried  vegetables,  canned 
goods,  wine  grain,  beans,  lumber,  ma- 
chinery,  hardware,  plumbing  supplies, 
farm  implements,  grain,  wool,  meat 
scraps,  tallow,  steel,  cement,  bulk  gyp¬ 
sum,  In  bulk,  barium  sulphate  (barytes) , 
salt,  magnesite  (calcined) ,  cement  bags, 
steel  grinding  balls,  ore  concentrates, 
construction  machinery,  equipment  and 
supplies,  and  empty  grain  bags,  from,  to 
or  between  points  and  areas,  varying  with 
the  commodity  transported,  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Vendee  holds  no  authority  from 
this  Commission,  but  its  controlling 
stockholders  are  presently  in  control  of 
MILES  MOTOR  TRANSPORT  SYSTEM, 
which  is  authorized  to  operate  under  the 
Second  Proviso  of  section  206  (a)  (1)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  in  the 
State  of  California.  Application  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F  6775.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  FOX  &  GINN,  INC.,  12  How¬ 
ard  Lane,  Bangor,  Maine,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  JAMES  J. 
KEATING,  JR.,  doing  business  as  J.  J. 
KEATING,  85  Park  Street,  Stoneham, 
Mass,  and  for  acquisition  by  COR¬ 
NELIUS  L.  FOX  and  MARK  W.  GINN, 
both  of  Bangor,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney:  Mary  E.  Kelley,  84  State  Street, 
Boston,  Mass.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  Household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes,  between 
Medford,  Mass.,  and  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts  within  ten  miles  of  Medford,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Maine,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Connecticut,  between  Stoneham,  Mass., 
and  points  in  Massachusetts  within  15 
miles  of  Stoneham,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  Hampshire 
and  Rhode  Island,  between  Stoneham, 
Mass.,  and  points  within  ten  miles 
thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
York,  and  Rhode  Island,  between  Wo¬ 
burn,  Mass.,  and  points  within  five  miles 
of  Woburn,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  be¬ 
tween  certain  points  in  Massachusetts 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Vermont  and  between  Waltham, 
Mass.,  and  points  in  Massachusetts 
within  ten  miles  of  Waltham,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  and  New  Jer- 
•  sey.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  Massachusetts, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island, 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Vermont,  New 
Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  section  210a  (b) . 

No.  MC-F  6776.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ROY  STONE  TRANSFER 
CORPORATION,  P.  O.  Box  872,  Martins¬ 
ville,  Va.,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
certain  property  of  WALTER  A.  ECH¬ 
OLS,  doing  business  as  FURNITURE 
CARRIER  COMPANY,  370-372  Lee 
Street  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  ROY  C.  STONE,  Martins¬ 
ville,  Va.,  W.  M.  BASSETT,  J.  E.  BAS¬ 


SETT,  J.  D.  BASSETT,  JR.,  L.  C.  CAR¬ 
TER,  and  PIRMAR  &  COMPANY, 
TRUSTEE  OF  THE  ESTATE  OF  L.  D. 
STONE,  all  of  Bassett  Va.,  of  control 
of  such  rights  and  property  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorney :  Reuben 
G.  Crimm,  805  Peachtree  Street  Build¬ 
ing,  Atlanta  8,  Ga.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Hew  furniture, 
as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Georgia,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Virginia;  ornamental  stone 
(except  ornamental  marble  and  granite) , 
from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Louisiana,  Mississippi.  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennes¬ 
see;  stone  (except  crushed  stone,  mar¬ 
ble  and  granite),  from  Rockwood,  Ala., 
and  points  within  15  miles  of  Rockwood, 
to  Atlanta.  Ga.;  window  and  door  frames, 
glazed  windows  and  window  frame  units 
assembled  and  door  frames,  uncrated, 
from  Atlanta.  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  Tennessee;  new  furniture  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  II  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.  C.  C.  209,  from  Roanoke, 
Martinsville  and  Bassett,  Va.,  to  points  in 
Alabama  and  certain  points  in  Florida, 
from  Johnson  City,  Tenn.,  to  certain 
points  in  Florida,  and  from  Bassett,  Va., 
to  Phenix  City,  Ala.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  New  York, 
West  Virginia,  Ohio,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Kentucky, 
Alabama,  Florida}  Michigan,  Tennessee, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F  6777.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  EDWARD  H.  DUDLEY, 
ROLLAND  C.  DUDLEY,  AND  MARVIN 
D.  DUDLEY,  doing  business  as  DUDLEY 
TRANSFER,  2120  Adams  Street,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  of  the  operating  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  of  GARNET  W.  H.  KOUGH,  doing 
business  as  KOUGH’S  TRANSFER, 
Austin,  Minn.  Applicants’  attorney; 
R.  E.  Powell,  1005-06  Trust  Building, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  Household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes,  between 
Austin,  Minn.,  and  points  within  150 
miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Minnesota,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Wisconsin,  and  New  York;  soap, 
soap  products,  and  vegetable  oil  shorten¬ 
ing  and  related  advertising  matter  and 
premiums  when  moving  therewith,  from 
Austin,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Minnesota 
within  35  miles  of  Austin.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Illinois,  Missouri,  Colorado,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Nebraska,  Ohio, 
Wisconsin,  and  Kansas.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F  6778.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  WESTERN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  2300  Ninth  Avenue  North,  Great 


Falls,  Mont.,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  RICE  TRUCK  LINES.  712 
Central  Avenue  West,  Great  Falls,  Mont., 
and  for  acquisition  by  JOHN  S.  RICE, 
also  of  Great  Falls,  of  control  of  such 
rights  and  property  through  the  transac¬ 
tion.  Applicants’  attorney :  Randall 
Swanberg,  529  Ford  Building,  Great  Palls, 
Mont.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
controlled  and  merged:  Liquid  petro¬ 
leum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks, 
as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Glacier  and 
Toole  Counties,  Mont.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  certain  points  in 
Idaho;  petroleum  and  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  from  points 
in  Cascade  County,  Mont.,  to  certain 
points  in  Idaho,  from  Great  Falls,  Mont., 
to  points  in  Boundary,  Kootenai,  and 
Benewah  Counties,  Idaho,  from  East 
Billings,  Mont.,  to  points  in  Washington 
on  and  east  of  U.  S.  Highway  97,  between 
points  in  Montana,  and  from  Mukilteo, 
Wash.,  to  United  States  Air  Force  in¬ 
stallations  in  Idaho  and  Montana;  crude 
oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  from  points 
in  Garfield  and  Petroleum  Counties, 
Mont.,  to  Suba,  Mont.,  and  the  boundary 
of  the  United  States  and  Canada  through 
Regway  and  Sweetgrass,  Mont.;  petro¬ 
leum  and  petroleum  products  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.  C.  C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Mandan,  N.  Dak.,  to  cer¬ 
tain  points  in  Montana,  from  Great  Falls, 
Mont.,  and  points  within  ten  miles  of 
Great  Palls,  to  points  in  Washington  on 
and  east  of  U.  S.  Highway  97,  and  cer- 
t$iin  points  in  Idaho,  from  Edmonds, 
Wash.,  to  Billings,  Havre,  and  Miles  City, 
Mont.,  and  points  within  five  miles  of 
each,  from  Pasco,  Wash.,  and  points 
within  five  miles  of  Pasco,  to  Belgrade, 
Billings,  and  Miles  City,  Mont.,  and 
points  within  five  miles  of  each,  from 
Cut  Bank,  Mont.,  to  Logan,  Ogden,  and 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and  from  Seattle 
and  Anacortes,  Wash.,  to  the  United 
States-Canada  Boundary  line  at  or  near 
the  port  of  entry  of  Eastport,  Idaho; 
gasoline,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Seattle,  Wash.,  to  Billings,  Helena,  Miles 
City,  Kalispell,  Missoula,  Great  Falls, 
and  Bozeman,  Mont.;  petroleum  asphalt 
and  road  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  and  from  points 
in  Montana  within  five  miles  of  Great 
Falls  to  certain  points  in  North  Dakota; 
petroleum  cleaning  solvents,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Seattle,  Wash.,  to 
Billings,  Havre,  and  Miles  City,  Mont., 
and  points  within  five  miles  of  each. 
WESTERN  EXPRESS  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Montana. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a  (b). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC-F  6774.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WYCOFF  COMPANY,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  346  West  6th  South, 
P.  O.  Box  366,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  of 
the  operating  rights  of  A.  C.  NICHOLS, 
doing  business  as  VALLEY  BUS  LINE, 
Ashton,  Idaho.  Applicants’  representa¬ 
tive:  Max  Wilkins  Young,  Business  Man¬ 
ager,  Wycoff  Company,  Incorporated,* 
346  West  6th  South  Street,  Salt  Lake 
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City.  Utah.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  Passengers  and  their 
})aggage,  and  express  and  newspapers  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  regular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Ashton,  Idaho,  and  West  Yellow¬ 
stone,  Mont.,  and  between  junction 
unnumbered  highway  and  U.  S.  Highway 
191  near  Island  Park  Lodge  and  junction 
unnumbered  highway  and  U.  S.  Highway 
191  near  Mack’s  Inn,  Idaho,  serving  cer¬ 
tain  intermediate  points.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Utah,  Montana,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Ore¬ 
gon,  and  Wyoming.  Application  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a  (b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  67-10419;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


Fourth  Section  Applications  for  Relief 
December  16, 1957. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT  HAUL 

PSA  No.  3459:  Substituted  service, 
rail  for  motor,  Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois 
R.  R.  Co.  Filed  by  Middlewest  Motor 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  94),  for  the 
Chicago  &  Eastern  Illinois  Railroad 
Company,  Voss  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  and 
other  interested  motor  carriers.  Rates 
on  freight  loaded  in  highway  trailers  and 
transported  on  railroad  flat  cars  between 
Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  East 
St.  Louis  or  Mitchell,  Ill.,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor  truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff :  Supplement  64  to  M.  M.  F.  B., 
Agent,  Substituted  Freight  Service  Tariff 
MP-I.  C.  C.  223. 

PSA  No.  34360:  Grain  from  Mississippi 
and  Ohio  River  Gateways  to  Florida. 
Piled  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent  (SFA 
No.  A3578),  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  grain  and  grain  products,  car¬ 
loads  from  Memphis,  Term.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  Cairo,  and  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  to 
Tampa,  Fla.,  group  points. 

Grounds  for  relief  Market  and  truck 
competition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  15  to  Agent  Span- 
Inger’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  1625. 

PSA  No.  34361:  Clay  aggregate  from 
Denie,  Tenn.,  to  the  Southwest.  Piled  by 
P.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent  (SWFB  No. 
No.  245 - 6 


B-7171),  for  Interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  clay  aggregate,  sintered,  car¬ 
loads  from  Denie,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Rates  constructed 
on  a  short-line  distance  formula. 

-FSA  No.  34362:  Sand  to  Houston  and 
Mt.  Pleasant,  Texas.  Piled  by  F.  C. 
Kratzmeir,  Agent  (SWFB  No.  B-7172), 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
Silica  sand,  carloads,  from  points  in 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Missouri,  and  Okla¬ 
homa  to  Houston  and  Mt.  Pleasant, 
Texas. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  128  to  Agent 
Kratzmeir’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  4135. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10466;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Esther  Duijnhouwer 

NOTICE  OF  intention  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Esther  Duijnhouwer,  de  Bilt,  The  Nether¬ 
lands;  Claim  No.  62000;  $539.81  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States. 

Vesting  Order  No.  17836. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
on  December  12,  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Offlce  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10471;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


Albin  Wermeille-Boichat 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 


turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration  thereof 
prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  taxes  and  conservatory 
expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Albin  Wermeille-Boichat,  Salgnelegler, 
Switzerland;  Claim  No.  63268;  $89.50  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Vesting  Order  No.  17903. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
December  12,  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10472;  Filed,  Dec.  18,  1957; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Northwest  Bancorporation 

ORDER  DENYING  PETITION  FOR  RECONSIDERA¬ 
TION  OF  application  for  acquisition  of 

VOTING  SHARES  OF  NORTHWESTERN  STATE 

BANK 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Northwest  Bancorporation  for  approval 
of  acquisition  of  voting  shares  of  pro¬ 
posed  Northwestern  State  Bank,  Roches¬ 
ter,  Minnesota. 

This  matter  comes  before  the  Board  of 
Governors  on  a  petition  by  Northwest 
Bancorporation,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota, 
that  the  Board  reconsider  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  Northwest  Bancorporation  filed 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3 
(a)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1956,  for  the  Board’s  prior  approval 
of  acquisition  of  direct  ownership  by 
Northwest  Bancorporation  of  1450  voting 
shares  of  the  Northwestern  State  Bank, 
Rochester,  Minnesota,  which  application 
was  denied  by  Order  of  the  Board,  dated 
November  5,  1957  (22  F.  R.  9092). 

Upon  analysis  of  the  facts  and  argu¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  the  said  petition,  and 
upon  review  of  the  reasons  underlying 
the  Board’s  previous  order,  it  appears 
that  petitioner  has  failed  to  set  forth 
any  material  facts  or  arguments  not 
heretofore  fully  considered  by  the  Board ; 
and,  therefore,  the  Board  reafiOrms  its 
original  decision  herein  and  denies  the 
Petition  for  Reconsideration  of  the  Ap¬ 
plication  and,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Dated:  December  9,  1957. 

-By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Carpenter, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-10175;  Piled,  Dec.  18,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


